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PREFACE 

English  Farming  Past  and  Present  is  based  on  an  article  whioh 
appeared  in  the  Quarterly  Review  for  1886.  The  article  was 
sobseqnently  expanded  into  a  book,  published  in  1888  by  Messrs. 
Longman  under  the  titie  of  The  Pioneers  and  Progress  of  English 
Farming. 

The  book  has  been  out  of  print  for  twenty  years.    Written  with 

the  confidence  of  comparative  youth  and  inexperience,  it  expressed 

L  as  certainties  many  opinions  which  might  now  be  modified,  if 

"  not  withdrawn.    But  its  motives  were  two  convictions,  which  time 

"t  has  rather  strengthened  than  weakened.    One  was,  that  the  small 

.^number  of  persons  who  owned  agricultural  land  might  some  day 

'~  make  England  the  forcing-bed  of  schemes  for  land-nationalisation, 

*  which  coimtries,  where  the  ownership  of  the  soil  rested  on  a  more 

democratic  basis,  repudiated  as  destructive  of  all  forms  of  private 

property.    The  other  was,  that  a  considerable  increase  in  the  number 

of  peasant  ownerships,  in  suitable  hands,  on  suitable  land,  and  in 

suitable  localities,  was  socially,  economically,  and  agriculturally 

advantageous. 

Since  1888,  the  whole  field  of  economic  history  has  been  so  care- 
fully and  skilfully  cultivated,  that  another  work  on  a  branch  of 
the  subject  might  appear  superfluous.  But  there  still  seemed  to 
be  room  for  a  consecutive  history  of  Bngliah  agriculture,  written 
from  a  practical  point  of  view,  and  tracing  the  influence  of  the 
progress  of  the  industry  on  the  social  conditions  of  those  engaged 
in  itB  pursuit.  Great  economic  changes  have  resulted  from  small 
alterations  in  the  details  of  manufacturing  processes.  Similar 
changes  may  often  be  explained  by  some  littie-noticed  alterations 
in  farming  practice.  The  introduction  of  the  field-cultivation  of 
turnips,  for  example,  was  as  truly  the  parent  of  a  social  revolution 
as  the  introduction  of  textile  machinery.  The  main  object  of 
The  Pioneers  and  Progress  of  English  Farming,  and,  in  greater 
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detail,  of  English  Farming  PcLst  and  Present,  is  to  suggest  that 
advances  in  agricultural  skill,  the  adoption  of  new  methods,  the 
application  of  new  resources,  the  invention  of  new  implements, 
have  been,  under  the  pressure  of  national  necessities,  powerful 
instruments  in  breaking  up  older  forms  of  rural  society,  and  in  mould- 
ing them  into  their  present  shape. 

Students  of  economic  and  social  questions — and  at  the  present 
day  most  people  are  interested  in  these  subjects — will  decide 
whether  the  influence  of  these  simple  and  natural  causes  has  been 
greater  or  less  than  is  suggested.  Even  those  who  consider  that 
their  importance  is  exaggerated,  may  find  in  the  record  of  their 
progress  a  useful  commentary  on  the  political  explanations  which 
they  themselves  prefer  to  adopt.  The  book  may  still  serve  another 
purpose.  It  touches  rural  life  at  many  different  points  and  at 
many  different  stages.  Dwellers  in  the  country  are  surrounded 
by  traces  of  older  conditions  of  society.  They  may  perhaps  find, 
through  English  Farming  Past  and  Present,  a  new  interest  in  piecing 
together  the  fragments  of  an  agricultural  past,  and  in  reconstructing, 
as  in  one  of  the  fashionable  occupations  of  the  day,  a  picture  of  the 
Middle  Ages  or  of  the  eighteenth  century  in  the  midst  of  their 
own  familiar  surroundings. 

Now  that  the  book  is  in  print  and  on  the  eve  of  publication,  I 
feel  more  acutely  than  ever  the  disadvantages  under  which  it  has 
been  prepared.  English  Farming  Past  and  Present  is  the  by-product 
of  a  life  occupied  in  other  pursuits  than  those  of  literature.  It  has 
been  impossible  to  work  upon  it  for  any  continuous  period  of  time. 
Written  in  odd  half-hours,  it  has  been  often  laid  aside  for  weeks 
and  even  months.  My  thanks  are  therefore  due,  in  more  abundant 
measure,  to  Professor  Ashley,  Sir  Ernest  Clarke,  and  Mr.  H.  Trus- 
tram  Eve,  who  have  kindly  read  the  proof-sheets  and  helped  me 
with  corrections,  and  above  all  to  Mr.  6.  H.  Holden,  who  has  also 
verified  the  references  and  prepared  the  Index. 

ROWLAND  E.  PROTHERO. 

September  6,  1912. 
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CHAPTER  I. 

THE  MANORIAL  SYSTEM  OP  FARMING. 

Virgin  Boilfl :  traoee  of  sites  of  early  villages :  **  wild  field-^;ras8*'  husbandry ; 
the  permanent  division  of  pasture  from  tillage ;  manors  and  trade-guilds ; 
origin  of  manors;  the  thirteenth  century  manor  and  village;  divisions 
of  land  according  to  differenoes  of  tenure;  villages  isolated  and  self- 
sufficing;  importance  of  labour-rente  in  the  economy  of  a  manor;  the 
cultivation  of  the  demesne;  the  crops  grown;  the  live*stock;  miscel- 
laneous produce ;  the  manorial  courts :  the  social  grades  among  the 
viUegers ;  the  system  of  open-field  farming ;  the  arable  land ;  the  meadows ; 
the  hams;  the  pasture  commons;  the  prevalence  and  permanence  of 
the  open-field  system ;  the  domestic  industries  of  the  village. 

Impbotembnts  in  the  art  and  science  of  English  agriculture  were 
in  its  infancy  dependent  on  the  exhaustion  of  virgin  soils.  So 
long  as  land  was  abundant,  and  the  people  few  or  migratory,  no 
rotation  of  crops  was  needed.  Fresh  land  could  be  ploughed  each 
year.  It  was  only  when  numbers  had  increased  and  settlements 
became  perman^it,  that  farmers  were  driven  to  devise  methods  of 
cultivation  which  restored  or  maintained  the  fertility  of  their 
holdings. 

The  progress  of  farming  is  recorded  in  legal  documents,  in  manorial 
accounts,  in  agricultural  literature.  But  the  story  is  also  often 
preserved  in  the  external  aspect  which  the  land,  the  villages,  or  the 
hedgerows  bear  in  the  twentieth  century.  Dry  uplands,  where  the 
least  labour  told  the  most,  were  first  occupied  and  cultivated ; 
rich  vaDeys,  damp  and  filled  with  forest  growth,  remained  unin- 
habited and  untilled.  In  spite  of  difficulties  of  water-supply, 
light  or  sandy  soils,  or  chalky  highlands  seem  to  have  been  the 
sites  of  the  oldest  villages.  Patches  of  the  lower  slopes  of  downs 
were  cleared  of  self-sown  beech,  and  sheltered  dips  tilled  for  com  ; 
tile  high  ground  behind  was  grazed  by  flocks  and  herds  ;  the  beech 
woods  supplied  mast  for  the  swinei  Salisbury  Plain,  a  century 
ago,  bore  no  sign  of  human  life  except  the  proverbial  *'  thief  or 
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twain '' — ^no  contemporary  mark  of  the  hand  of  man  but  the 
gallowB  and  their  appendages.  Yet  here  are  to  be  found  traoee  of 
numerous  villages.  Scored  on  the  sides  of  the  Wiltshire,  Dorset, 
Hampshire,  and  Sussex  downs,  "'Lynches,"  "'Lynchets,"  or 
"  Daissee," — grass-grown  terraces  or  benches, — still  run  horizontally, 
one  above  the  other,  along  the  slopes.  The  *'  elf-furrows  "  of  Scot- 
land seem  to  record  a  similar  occupation  of  hill  sites.  Local 
tradition  attributes  their  formation  to  spade  husbandry.  Marshall, 
in  1797,  suggested,  but  only  to  reject,  the  operation  of  the  plough. 
Fifty  years  later,  Poulett  Scrope  adopted  a  similar  suggestion ; 
more  recently  Seebohm  revived  the  same  theory.  Whatever 
explanation  of  the  formation  of  these  terraces  may  be  correct, 

y  they  indelibly  indicate  the  sites  of  the  earliest  settlements,  and 

\  the  nature  of  the  soil  first  selected  for  tillage. 
^  The  most  primitive  form  of  agriculture  is  that  known  as  "  wild 
field-grass  "  husbandry.  Joint  occupation  and  joint  tillage  were 
probably  its  characteristics,  as  they  afterwards  were  of  tribal  or 
village  communities.  The  essential  difference  lies  in  this.  Li  the 
open  fields  of  the  village,  pasturage  and  tillage  continue  to  be 
separated ;  grass-land  always  remains  meadow  or  pasture ;  it  is 
never  broken  up  for  tillage.  Under  the  more  primitive  form  of 
convertible  husbandry,  fresh  tracts  of  grass  were  successively 
taken  in,  ploughed,  and  tilled  for  com.  As  the  soil  became  ex- 
hausted, they  reverted  to  pasture.  Such  a  practice  may  belong  to 
some  portions  of  the  Celtic  race,  or  to  nomadic  stages  of  civilisa- 
tion. Li  1804  Marshall  thought  that  he  could  trace  the  ''  wild 
field-grass  "  system  in  a  custom  of  the  south-western  counties.  In 
some  districts  lords  of  the  manor  enjoyed  rights  of  letting  portions 
of  the  grass  commons  to  be  ploughed  up,  cultivated  for  com,  and 
after  two  years  thrown  back  into  pasture.  Over  the  whole  country, 
from  the  Tamar  to  the  eastern  border  of  Dorsetshire,  he  found' 
that  open  commons,  such  as  the  wide  expanse  of  Yarcombe  and 
the  hills  above  Biidport,  which  from  time  immemorial  had  never 
known  the  plough,  were  distinctly  marked  with  the  ridge  and 
furrow.  Other  features  of  rural  life,  which  a  century  ago  were 
more  peculiar  to  the  south-west  of  England,  suggest  that  arable 
tillage  by  village  communities,  if  it  ever  prevailed  in  this  district, 
was  soon  exchanged  for  a  system  of  convertible  husbandry  better 

Insulted  to  a  damp  climate.    The  cultivated  land  is  divided  into 
little  patches  by  the  high  Devonshire  earthwork,  or  hedge ;    the 
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laige  opea-fidds  of  the  parish  can  rarely  be  traced ;  fewer  of  the 
inhsbitaiitB  are  collected  into  villages,  more  are  scattered  in  single 
houses  or  tiny  hamlets.  Cornwall  and  parts  of  Devonshire,  like 
Brittany,  are  a  country  of  hedges,  and  of  a  Celtic  race. 

This  "  wild  field-grass  "  husbandry  was  displaced  in  most  parts 
of  England  hf  the  permanent  separation  of  arable  from  pasture  ^ 
land.  The  change  indicates  an  advance;  towards  a  more  settled 
state  of  society,  but  not  necessarily  an  advance  in  agricultural 
practice.  The  fixed  division  of  tiUage  and  grass  may  have  been 
introduced  into  this  country  by  a  people  accustomed,  like  the 
Romans  or  the  Anglo-Saxons,  to  a  drier  and  less  variable  climate. 
If  so,  it  was  on  this  alien  system  that  the  agricultural  organisation 
of  the  mediaeval  manor  was  based.  On  it  also  were  founded  the 
essential  features  of  those  village  conununities  which  at  one  time  [^/ 
tOled  |wo-thirds  of  the  cultivated  soil  of  England,  survived  the 
criticism  of  Eitzherbert  in  the  sixteenth  century,  outlived  the 
onslaught  of  Arthur  Young  in  the  eighteenth  century,  clung  to 
the  land  in  spite  of  thousands  of  enclosure  acts,  were  carried  to  the 
New  World  by  the  Pilgrim  Fathers,  and  linger  to  this  day  in,  for 
instance,  the  Nottinghamshire  village  of  Lexington,  where  half 
the  land  of  the  parish  is  tilled  by  an  agricultural  association  of 
partners. 

In  the  early  stages  of  history,  the  law  itself  was  powerless  to    ^ 
protect  individual  independence  or  to  safeguard  individual  rights. 
Agriculture,  like  other  industries,  was  therefore  organised  on  prin- 
ciples  of    graduated    dependence    and    collective    responsibility.     \ 
Mediaeval  manors,  in  fact,  resembled  trade  guilds,  and  it  would 
he  difficult  to  frame  an  organisation  which,  given  the  weakness  of 
law  and  the  infancy  of  agriculture,  was  better  calculated  to  effect 
the  object  of  mutual  help  and  protection.    Gonmiunities  grouped  \ 
together  in  villages  were  less  liable  to  attack^Ei^deOauhed  farmi^ 
houses  and  buildio^T  cominon  met£o3sof  farming  facilitated  that  : 
contanuous  cultivation  which  otherwise  might  have  been  interrupted 
by  the  frequent  absence  of  the  able-bodied  men  on  military  expedi- 
tions ;  the  observance  of  common  rules  of  management  may  have  \ 
hindered  improvem^it,  but,  if  strictly  enforced,  it  also  prevented   ^ 
deterioration.    Thus  the  system  was  suitable  to  the  times  and  their 
conditicxis. 

The  origin  of  the  legal  relation  of  manors  to  village  conmiunities 
lies  outside  the  scope  of  the  present  enquiry.    It  concerns  tenures 
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rather  tliaxi  systems  of  cultivation.  Two  theories  explain  the  rights 
of  manorial  lords  and  rights  of  common  exercised  over  manorial 
lands.  The  legal  theory,  in  its  crudest  form,  is  that  the  lord  of  the 
manor  is  the  absolute  owner  of  the  soil  of  his  manor,  and  that  rights 
acquired  over  any  part  of  it  by  freeholders  and  tenants  are  acquired 
against  him,  and  cniginate  in  his  grant  or  sufferance.  The  historical 
theory,  stated  baldly,  is  that  self-governing,  independent  com- 
munitieB  of  freemen  originally  owned  the  land  in  common,  and  were 
gradually  reduced  to  dependence  by  one  of  their  members,  or  by  a 
conqueror,  who  became  the  lord  of  the  soil.  There  seems  to  be  no 
doubt  that  individual  ownership  belongs  to  an  earlier  stage  of 
civilisation  than  communal  ownership.  But  if  the  second  theory  is 
correct,  the  legal  position  of  the  lord  of  the  manor  represents  a 
series  of  encroachments,  which  transformed  the  Mark  of  freemen 
into  the  Mark  of  bondmen,  and  changed  the  rights  of  the  villagers 
over  the  wastes  of  the  district  into  customary  rights  of  user  over 
the  lord's  soil.  Questions  of  the  origin  and  antiquity  of  manors, 
and  the  extent  to  which  they  prevailed  before  the  Norman  Conquest, 
have  been  to  a  great  degree  reopened  by  recent  studies.  Seebohm, 
for  example,  practically  supported  the  legal  view  by  historical 
argument.  He  traced  the  feudal  manor  to  the  Roman  i;iBa,.with 
the  lord's  estate  as  the  centre  round  which  clustered  cultivators, 
who  tilled  the  soil  under  servile  or  semi-servile  conditions.  This 
system,  according  to  his  view,  was  taken  over  by  the  Anglo-Saon 
invaders,  and  the  agrarian  results  of  the  Teutonic  occupation  Way 
be  summed  up  in  the  transfer  of  the  Roman  viUa^  with  its  servile 
labourers,  to  the  conquerors.  As  a  complete  explanation  of  social 
development  the  legal  theory,  in  spite  of  this  historical  support, 
seems  inadequate.  But  whether  the  early  stages  of  village  com- 
munities reveal  a  movement  from  serfdom  or  originated  in  freedom, 
whether  their  relations  to  manors  represent  encroachm^its  by  the 
lord  or  advances  by  the  serf,  whether  the  rights  of  agrarian  associa- 
tions underlay,  or  were  acquired  against,  the  manorial  rights  of  the 
feudal  baron — ^whether,  in  other  words,  the  land-law  of  the  noble 
became  the  land-law  of  the  people,  or  the  reverse — ^is  here  immaterial. 
Roughly  and  generally  speaking,  the  immediate  lordship  of  the  land 
farmed  by  a  village  community,  including  the  wastes  and  commons, 
was,  after  the  Norman  Conquest,  vested  in  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
subject  to  regulated  rights  enjoyed  by  its  members. 

On  a  manorial  estate,  at  the  beginning  of  the  thirte^ith  oentury. 
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only  the  chnioh,  the  manor-hoofie,  and  perhapB  the  mill,  rose'  out 
conspicaoTialy.  There  were  no  detached,  isolated  f aixn-houaes ;  but 
the  remaining  buildings  of  the  village,  grouped  together  in  a  sort 
of  street,  were  the  homes  of  the  peasantry,  who  occupied  and 
coltiyated  the  greater  part  of  the  land.  At  some  little  distance 
from  the  village  stood  the  manor  hall  or  grange,  with  its  out- 
boiklingi,  garden,  and  fishpond,  surrounded  by  clay«built  walls 
with  thatched  tops.  The  style  and  extent  of  the  buildings  depended 
on  whether,  the  house  was  the  permanent  or  occasional  residence 
of  the  lord ;  tiiey  also  varied  with  the  importance  of  the  manor, 
and  ibib  wealth  of  its  owner.  The  house  itself  was  built  either  of 
timber  and  clay,  or  of  stone,  for  brickmabdng  was  still  a  forgotten 
art.  It  often  consisted  of  a  single  hall,  plastered  inside,  open  to 
the  roof,  and  earth-floored,  which  served  as  court  of  justice,  dining- 
room,  and  bedchamber.  At  one  end  of  the  central  room  was  a 
stable;  at  the  other  a  chamber,  kitchen,  or  larder.  Below  one 
part  of  the  ground  floor  was  a  ceUar ;  above  another  part  was, 
perhaps,  a  ''  solar,"  or  parlour,  approached  by  an  outside  staircase. 
If  the  manor  was  sufficiently  important,  there  were  probably  added 
a  detached  building  for  the  farm  servants,  and  a  chamber  for  the 
bailiff.  The  outbuildings  consisted  of  bake-house,  stables,  dairy, 
cattle  and  poultry  houses,  granary,  and  dove-cote.  Some  of  the 
oldest  specimens  of  domestic  architecture  are  granaries,  like  Haoel- 
ton  or  Galoot  in  Gloucestershire,  or  the  dove-cotes  which  still  in 
ooontry  districts  miurk  the  former  sites  of  manor-houses.  Repairs 
of  the  walls  and  buildings  of  the  manor-house  were  among  the 
labour  sendees  of  the  tenantry,  who  dug,  tempered,  and  daubed 
the  clay,  cut  and  carted  the  timber,  and  gathered  the  straw  or  reeds 
for  thatching.  Where  technical  skill  was  needed  they  were  aided 
by  ciaftfimen,  who  either  held  land  in  reward  for  their  special 
senrioes,  or,  on  the  smaller  manors,  were  hired  for  the  occasion. 

Tofts  of  trees,  conspicuous  in  the  hedgelees  expanse  of  arable 
land  by  which  they  were  surrounded,  marked  the  sites  of  vfllages, 
as  they  still  do  in  the  high  table-land  of  the  Pays  de  Cauz.  Under 
their  shelter  clustered  the  homes  of  the  peasantry,  day-walled, 
open-roofed,  earth-floored,  chinmeyless  sheds,  covered  in  with 
straw  or  reeds  or  heather,  and  consisting  of  a  single  room.  Here, 
divided  by  a  hurdle  or  wattle  partition,  lived,  not  only  the  human 
inhabitants,  but  their  cows,  pigs,  and  poultry.  Close  by  were  the 
tofts  and  crofts  of  the  open-field  farmers,  each  with  its  miniature 
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hay-iiok  and  straw-Btack ;  and  the  cottages  and  ourtilagefl  of  the 
oottagersy  "  fenoM  al  aboute  with  stikkes."  Here  were  the  scanty 
gacdens  in  which  grew  the  vegetables,  few  bat  essential  to  the  health 
of  a  population  which  lived  ahnost  entirely  on  salted  meat  and 
fish— often  half-cured  and  half-putrid.  These  homesteads  were  in 
early  times  the  only  property  held  by  members  of  the  township  in 
exclusive  separate  occupation.  They  were  also,  at  first,  the  only 
permanent  enclosures  on  the  commonable  land.  But,  as  agri- 
culture advanced,  pasture  paddocks  ("^gaotuns:*  qrj;jgr8traB  ") 
for  rearing  stock,  calves,  or  fattening  beasts,  or  for  the  woiidng 
oxen,  which  could  not  endure  his  "  warke  to  labour  all  daye,  and 
then  to  be  put  to  the  commons  or  before  the  herdsman,"  were 
enclosed  in  the  immediate  neighbourhood  of  the  village.  In  these 
enclosures,  or  ^*  happy  garstons  "  as  they  were  called  at  Aston 
Boges,  were  held  the  village  merrymakings,  the  rush-bearings,  the 
May  games,  the  summeiings  at  St.  John's  Eve,  the  public  break- 
fasts, and  the  distribution  of  bread  and  ale  in  Rogation  week. 

The  land  comprised  in  a  thirteenth  century  manor  was  generally 
divided  into  four  main  portions,  and,  speaking  generally,  was  cul- 
tivated on  co-operative  principles ;  the  demesne  or  *'  board  *' 
land,  reserved  for  the  lord's  personal  use,  surrounding  the  manor- 
house,  and  forming  the  smaller  portion  of  the  whole ;  the  free  land, 
occupied  by  freemen  holding  by  military  service,  or  by  some 
form  of  fixed  rent  in  money  or  in  kind  ;  the  unfree  land,  occupied 
by  various  classes  of  bondmen,  holding  by  produce-rents  and 
labour  services  which  varied  with  the  custom  of  the  manor ;  the 
common  pastures  and  untilled  wastes  on  which  the  tenants  of  the 
manor  and  the  occupiers  of  certain  cottages,  in  virtue  of  their 
holdings,  fed  their  live  stock.  This  right  of  pasture  must  be 
clearly  distrngmshed  from  those  rights  which,  at  certain  seasons  of 
the  year,  were  exercised  by  the  associated  partners  over  the  cul- 
tivated arable  and  meadow  lands  of  the  village  farm.^  Thus  the 
lord's  demesne,  using  the  word  in  its  narrower  sense,  might  be 
kept  in  hand,  or  let  on  lease  to  free  or  unfree  tenants,  or  thrown 

*  By  '*  village  farm  *'  is  meant  the  land  in  the  village  whidh  was  oooupied 
by  an  aBBOciation  of  partners,  who  were  bound  by  the  same  rules  of  cultiva- 
tion, held  intermixed  strips  of  arable  land  over  which  at  certain  seaaons  the 
whole  body  exercised  common  rights,  annually  received  allotted  poxticma  of 
meadow  for  hay,  and  enjoyed,  in  virtue  of  their  arable  holdings,  the  right  to 
turn  out  stock  on  the  common  pasture.  This  open-field  system  of 
is  described  pp.  23-27. 
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into  the  Tillage  farm,  or  dealt  with  as  to  portions  in  each  of  these 
ihiee  ways.  But  whether  the  land  was  treated  as  a  compact 
whole,  like  a  modem  home-farm,  or  whether  the  landlord,  as  a 
shareholder  in  the  village  association,  aUowed  it  to  be  cot  up  into 
stripe  and  intennixed  with  other  holdings,  the  demesne  was  mainly 
cultivated  by  the  labonr  services  of  the  mifree  peasantry.  The 
rest  of  the  land  of  tiie  manor,  forming  the  larger  portion  of  the 
eoHivated  area,  was  fanned  by  village  partners,  whose  rent  chiefly 
consisted  in  the  labour,  more  or  less  definite  in  amonnt,  which  they 
were  obliged  to  perform  on  the  lord's  demesne. 

In  this  method  of  cultivating  a  manorial  estate  there  are  many 
contrasts  with  the  modem  system.    The  three-fold  division  of  the 
agricultural  interests  into  landlord,   tenant  farmer,   and  wage- 
earning  labourer  was  practically  unknown.    Landowner  and  tenant- 
labourer  owned,  occupied,  and  cultivated  the  soil,  and  the  gradual   S^ 
rdaxation  of  the  laboiuer's  tenure  of  the  land,  and  the  inter- 
position of  the  tenant  farmer  between  the  two  existing  classes, 
sum  up  the  early  social  history  of  Enghsh  farming.    In  the  thirteenth 
century,  muscles  were  more  essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  land- 
lord than  money  rents.    The  cultivators  of  the  soil  grew  their 
produce,  not  for  sale,  but  for  their  own  consumption.    Each  manor 
or  village  was  isolated  and  self-sufficing.    Only  in  the  neighbour- 
hood of  towns  was  there  any  market  for  the  produce  of  the  farm. 
Few  manufactured  articles  were  bought.    Salt,  tar,  iron  (bought  in 
four-pound  bars),  miU-stones,  steel  for  tipping  the  edges  of  imple- 
ments, canvas  for  the  sails  of  the  wind-mill,  cloths  for  use  in  the 
dairy,  in  the  malthouse,  or  in  the  grange,  together  with  the  dresses 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  hall,  and  a  few  vessels  of  brass,  copper,  or 
earthenware,  satisfied  the  simple  needs  of  the  rural  population. 
Hands  were  therefore  more  required  than  money  on  manorial 
estates.    If  the  manor  was  well  stocked  with  labour,  the  land  paid  ; 
when  the  stock  of  labour  shrank,  the  profits  dwindled.    It  was  in 
order  to  retain  a  sufficient  supply  of  labour  on  the  land  that  bond- 
men were  restrained  from  leaving  the  manor  to  assume  the  tonsure 
of  the  clerk  or  the  flat  cap  of  the  apprentice,  to  become  soldiers 
or  to  wo^  outside  the  manor.    Even  their  marriages  were  carefully 
controlled  by  licences.    It  was,  again,  in  order  to  exact  and  super- 
vise the  due  performance  of  labour  services  that  the  lord  of  the 
manor  maintained  his  large  official  staff — ^his  seneschal,  if  he  owned 
several  manors,  his  steward,  his  bailiff,  and  the  various  foremen  of 
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the  labourers,  such  as  the  reeve,  the  hayward^  the  head-reaper, 
and  the  granger.  But  with  the  thirteenth  century  begins  the. 
practice  of  keeping  estate  accounts,  in  which  the  amount  and  cash 
values  of  the  labour  services  are  entered.  Thus  the  uncertainty 
of  villein-tenure  was  modified,  and  the  means  were  prepared  for 
commuting  obligations  to  work  into  their  money  equivalents. 
Already  the  causes  were  operating  which  hastened  the  process,  and 
changed  agriculture  from  a  self-sufficiog  industry  into  a  commercial 
system  of  farming  for  profit.  Population  was  increasing ;  trade 
was  growing;  urban  classes,  divorced  from  rural  pursuits,  were 
forming ;  means  of  communication  were  improving  ;  money  taxes 
took  the  place  of  personal  services ;  the  standard  of  living  rose ; 
coin  was  needed,  not  only  to  meet  the  demands  of  the  government, 
but  to  buy  the  luxuries  of  more  civilised  life. 

The  obligations  of  the  peasantry  to  cultivate  the  demesne  varied, 
not  only  with  local  customs,  but  with  the  seasons.  Their  most 
important  services  were  the  autumnal,  Lenten,  and  summer  plough- 
ingB  on  the  three  fields,  into  which  the  arable  land  of  the  demesne 
was  generally  divided.  The  crops  grown  were,  as  winter  seeds, 
wheat  and  rye,  and,  as  spring  seeds,  oats,  barley,  beans,  peas,  or 
vetches.  Li  smaller  quantities,  flax,  hemp,  and  sa£Eron  were  locally 
raised  in  separate  plots.  Boots,  clover  and  artificial  grasses  were 
still  unknown.  Rotations  of  crops,  as  they  are  now  understood,  were 
therefore  impossible.  The  soil  was  rested  by  fallowing  the  one- 
half,  or  the  one-third,  of  the  arable  land  required  by  the  two  or 
the  three  course  system.  Bed  rivet,  or  a  lost  white  variety,  was 
then  recommended  for  wheat-sowing  on  light  land,  red  or  white 
pollard  for  heavy  soils,  '*gray"  wheat  for  cla3n9.  But  on  the 
tenants'  land,  rye  was  the  chief  grain  crop.  It  is  the  hardiest, 
grows  on  the  poorest  soils,  makes  the  toughest  straw.  Rye  was  then 
the  bread-stuff  of  the  English  peasantry,  as  it  still  is  in  Northern 
Europe.  The  fiour  of  wheat  and  rye  were  often  mixed  together, 
and  bread  made  in  tins  form  was  called  ''  maslin."  ^  It  retained 
its  moisture  longer  than  pure  wheaten  bread,  and,  as  Fynes  Moryson 

^  Lat.  miziUio ;  "  mestilon,"  anon,  author  of  Hagtbonderie  (thirteenth 
century) ;  "  miaoellin,*'  Harrison  (sixteenth  century) ;  "  massledine,"  Henry 
Beet  (1641);  *' maahelson,"  Yorkshire  (1707).  In  The  Compkai  Fcumer 
(1760)  it  is  called  '*  maislen  "  ;  but  the  writer  says  that  it  is  "  ill  husbandry 
to  grow  wheat  and  rye  together.''  Fitzherbert  (1523)  recommends  r3re  and 
wheat  to  be  sown  together  as  the  surest  crop  to  grow  and  good  for  the  husband- 
man's household.     But  he  does  not  believe  in  the  slowness  of  rye  in  ripening. 
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says  in  his  Itinerary  (1617),  was  used  by  labourers  because  it "  abode 
longer  in  the  stomach  and  was  not  so  soon  digested  with  their 
labour."  Wheat  and  rye  were  sometimes  sown  together.  But  as 
rye  was  dower  to  lipen,  the  better  praotioe  was  to  sow  it  alone  and 
earlier,  lest,  as  Tusser  (1657)  writes,  "  rye  tarry  wheat,  till  it  sheds 
as  it  staods.'^  The  mixed  cultivation  was,  however,  recommended 
as  a  cure  for  mildew,  and  for  this  reason  prevailed  in  Yorkshire 
in  1797.  Barley  was  the  drink-com,  as  rye  was  the  bread-corn, 
of  the  Middle  Ages.  It  was  of  two  kiuds.  The  head  with  two  rows 
of  grain  seems  to  have  been  used  exclusively  for  brewing ;  the 
coarser  four-rowed  head,  known  as  **  drage,"  was  used  partiy  for 
brewing,  partiy  for  feeding  pigs  and  poultry.  Barley  and  oats 
were  often  sown  together.  In  the  North,  oats  were  extensively 
cultivated ;  but  they  were  grey-awned,  thin,  and  poor.  In  the 
Midlands  and  South  of  England  they  were  comparatively  rare  on 
tenants'  land. 

"^  The  fallows  were  three  times  ploughed  in  preparation  for  wheat 

and  rye.    The  seed  b^an  to  be  sown  after  Lammas  Day  (August 

12),^  and  at  latest  was  completed  by  Hallowmas  (November  1). 

For  oats,  beans,  and  peas,  the  land  was  ploughed  and  the  seed  sown 

between  the  Feast  of  Purification  (February  2)  and  Easter.    Oats 

were  said  to  be  best  sown  in  *'  the  dust  of  March.''    "  On  St. 

Valentine's  Day  cast  beans  in  clay.    But  on  St.  C!had  sowe  good 

or  bad."    That  is  to  say,  the  time  for  sowing  beans  was  between 

February  14  and  March  2.    Barley  came  last.    The  land  was 

ploughed  and  sown  between  Hoke-tide  (the  third  Tuesday  after 

Easter)  and  Pentecost.    The  ploughings  were  performed,  and  the 

teams  supplied  and  driven,  partiy  by  the  servants  of  the  demesne, 

partiy  by  the  tenants.    Sometimes  ploughmen  seem  to  have  been 

hired.    The   harrowingg  were   similarly   provided   for,   and   the 

haziow,  often  a  hawthorn  tree,  weighted  on  its  upper  side  with 

logs,  was  supplied  from  the  lord's  waste.    Here  also  harrowers 

seem  to  have  been  sometimes  specially  hired.    In  this  case  they 

possibly  provided  their  own  home-constructed  implements  with 

sharp  points  or  teeth  like  the  modem  type  of  harrow.    When  the 

faUowB  were  first  broken  up,  as  was  then  the  practice,  in  March, 

or  when  tiie  land  was  prepared  for  barley,  the  ground  was  often 

80  hard  that  the  clods  had  to  be  subsequently  broken.    For  this 

^  The  JuUan  oaleiidar  was  in  force.    To  make  the  dates  correspond  with 
those  of  the  present  Qregorian  oalendar,  twelve  days  have  to  be  added. 
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purpose  the  ploughman,  holding  the  principal  hale  of  the  plough 
in  his  left  hand,  earned  in  his  right  a  '*  clotting  beetle,"  or 
"'maul/'  such  as  that  which  is  depicted  in  the  Cotton  MSS. 
A  ^'  Doyer-court  beetle  **  was  a  necessary  tool  in  the  days  of 
Tosser ;  and  Plot,  whose  Naiural  History  of  Oscfordshire  appeared 
in  the  seventeenth  centory,  recommends  its  use  after  the  land  was 
harrowed. 

The  amount  of  wheat,  rye,  beans,  and  peas  nsoally  sown  to  the 
acre  was  only  two  bushels  ;  and  of  oats  and,  strangely  enough,  of 
barley,  four  bushels.  The  yield  of  wheat  rarely  exceeded  five- 
fold, or  ten  bushels  to  the  acre ;  that  of  the  leguminous  crops 
ranged  from  three-  to  six-fold,  or  from  six  to  twelve  bushels  to  the 
acre ;  that  of  oats  and  barley  varied  from  three-  to  four-fold,  or 
from  twelve  to  sixteen  bushels  to  the  acre.  Considerable  care  was 
exerdsed  in  the  choice  and  change  of  the  seed-corn,  which  was 
often  one  of  the  produce-rents  of  the  tenants.  On  the  Berkeley 
Estates  (1321)  the  seed  was  changed  every  second  or  third  year ; 
the  upland  com  being  sown  in  the  vale,  and  vice  versa.  Wheat 
rardy  followed  a  spring  grain  crop.  If  it  did,  it  may  be  supposed 
that  it  received  the  greater  part  of  the  manure  mixed  with  earth, 
which  the  tenants  carted  from  the  demesne  yard,  and  spread  on 
the  manor  farm.  From  the  point  of  view  of  manuring  the  land, 
the  right  of  folding  was  a  valuable  privilege.  Tenants,  unless  they 
purchased  a  licence  to  fold  their  sheep  on  the  land  they  occupied, 
were  often  obliged  to  feed  and  fold  their  flocks  on  the  lord's  land 
for  fallow  or  in  his  own  fold.  Sometimes  the  herbage  of  the  lord's 
land  for  fallow  was  sold  to  a  sheep-master  to  be  depastured  on  the 
land.  Lome  was  used  on  heavy  clays,  or  to  destroy  moss.  The 
value  of  marl  in  improving  the  texture  of  sandy  soils  and  some 
kinds  of  clays  was  appreciated.  On  the  Berkeley  Estates  it  was 
first  used  in  the  fortieth  year  of  Henry  HI.  But  the  cost  was 
excessive.  ''  Marl,"  says  Fitzherbert,^  '"  is  an  excellent  manure, 
and  .  .  .  exceeding  chargeable."  Sea  sand  was  used  near  the  coast ; 
soot  and  even  street  refuse  were  employed  on  home  farms.  Drain- 
age, except  in  the  form  of  ridging  the  surface  of  wet  soils,  was 
rarely  practised.  Sometimes,  as  Palladius  recommends  (Book  VI. 
St.  6),  shallow  trenches  filled  with  gravel,  stones,  or  hollow  alder 
stems,  and  turfed  over,  were  cut,  and,  on  the  manors  belonging  to 

1  FitBh€rbert*8  Book  of  Husbandry,  book  i.  o.  20  (ed.  1598).  For  agri- 
cultural literature,  see  CSironologioal  List  in  Appendix  I. 
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the  CSollegiate  body  of  St.  Panics  Cathedral,  it  was  one  of  the  labour 
services  to  dean  out  the  ditches.  But  the  science  of  deep  drainage 
made  little  progress  before  the  nineteenth  century.  Beans  were 
often  dibbed  ;  but  all  other  seed  was  sown  broadcast.  The  actual 
labour  of  sowing  was  probably  performed  by  the  lord's  bailiff,  or 
the  haywaidy  with  his  own  hand,  as,  at  the  beginning  of  the  last 
century,  all  seed  was  sown  by  the  farmer  himself.  The  hoeing  and 
ike  weeding  of  the  crops  were  among  the  labour  services  of  the 
tenants.    In  cleaning  land  the  maxim  was  ancient : 

''Who  weeds  in  Ifay 
Throws  all  away,** 

and  the  crops  were  generally  weeded  in  June  or  the  first  few  days 
of  July.  Walter  of  Henley  ^  (thirteenth  century)  gives  St.  John's 
Day  (June  24)  as  the  earliest  date  for  cleaning  the  land.  "  If," 
he  says,  **  you  cut  thistles  fifteen  days  or  eight  before  St.  John's 
Day,  for  each  one  will  come  two  or  three."  On  a  Suffolk  manor, 
in  the  fourteenth  century,  sixty  **  sarclers,"  or  weeders,  were 
employed  in  one  day,  armed,  if  the  weather  was  dry,  with  a  hook 
or  foriLed  stick,  and,  in  wet  weather,  with  nippers. 

The  meadows  of  the  demesne  were  mown,  and  the  hay  made, 
carted,  and  put  on  the  manorial  ricks,  by  the  labour  services  of 
the  tenants.  They  also  reaped,  bound,  gathered,  loaded,  carted, 
and  stacked  the  com  crops  in  the  lord's  grange.  They  also  threshed 
the  com,  and  winnowed  it,  unless,  as  was  sometimes  the  case,  the 
duty  of  winnowing  fell  to  the  dairywoman,  or  '*  Daye."  If  any 
com  was  sent  for  sale  to  the  markets,  it  was  carried  there  by  the 
labour  services  of  the  tenants,  in  their  carts  drawn  by  their  teams. 
Harvestings  in  the  Middle  Ages  were  picturesque  scenes  of  bustle 
and  of  merriment  among  the  thousands  to  whom  they  meant  the 
return  of  plenty.  On  250  acres  at  Hawstead  in  Suffolk,  towards  the 
close  of  the  fourteoith  century,  were  grown  wheat,  oats,  barley, 
peas,  and  '*  bolymong,"  a  mixture  of  tares  and  oats.  The  grain 
crops  were  cut  and  housed  in  two  days.  On  the  first  day  appeared 
thirty  tenants  to  perform  their  ''  bedrepes,"  and  244  reapers ;  on 
the  second  day,  the  thirty  tenants  and  239  reapers,  pitchers,  and 
stackers.  Many  of  this  assembly  were  the  smaller  peasantry  on 
the  manor ;   the  rest  were  the  lord's  farm  servants,  together  with 

^  WaUer  of  HehUy^s  Hu$bandryf  together  with  an  tmonymoue  Htubandry, 
Seneechaude^   and  Bobert  Oroeeeteete'e  RuUb^  ed.   £.   Laxncmd,    1S90.     For 
literataze.  Bee  CSironologioal  List  in  Appendix  I. 
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wandering  bands  of  "  cockers  "  or  harvesters,  who  had  already  begun 
to  travel  the  country  at  harvest  time.  A  cook,  brewer,  and  baker 
were  hired  to  supply  dinner  at  nine  and  supper  at  five.  Reapers 
were  organised  in  bands,  or  '"setts,"  of  five.  The  anonymous  author 
of  Hoaebonderie^  (thirteenth  century)  calculates  that  each  band 
could  reap  and  bind  two  acres  a  day.  Barley  and  oats,  as  well  as 
peas  and  beans,  were  generally  mown  ;  rye  and  wheat  were  reaped. 
But  the  reaping,  as  in  Roman  times,  seems  to  have  consisted  of 
two  operations  :  the  first  was  to  cut  the  ears,  the  second  to  remove 
part  of  the  straw  for  thatching,  or  to  be  used  as  forage  for  cattle, 
as  litter  for  strewing  the  sheep>houae,  folds,  and  yards,  or  as  bedding 
for  men.  Often  the  value  of  the  straw  of  thin  short  com  hardly 
paid  for  the  expense  of  removal,  and  the  stubble  was  either  grazed 
or  burned  on  the  ground,  or  ploughed  in. 

The  most  important  crops  of  the  farm  were  tiie  com  crops  of 
wheat,  rye,  and  barley,  which  were  raised  for  human  food  and 
drink.  Their  consumption,  especially  if  the  lord  of  the  manor 
lived  on  the  estate,  was  enormous.  Domestic  households  were 
considerable,  and  often  only  the  bailiff  was  paid  money  wages. 
Rations  were  also  allowed  to  tenants  when  performing  many  of 
their  services.  Though  the  manual  and  team  work  of  the  tenants 
provided  most  of  the  labour  of  the  farm,  the  lord  also  employed 
a  laige  permanent  staff  of  agricultural  servants,  most  of  whom  were 
occupied  in  the  care  of  live-stock.  Such  were  the  horseman  or 
waggoner,  oxherd  or  ploughman,  cowherd,  shepherd,  swineherd, 
warrener,  and  keepers  of  hawks  and  dogs,  whose  wages  were  mostly 
paid  in  kind.  There  were,  besides,  otket  servants  in  husbandry, 
hired  for  special  occasions,  whose  food  and  drink  formed  a  large 
portion  of  their  payment.  The  granary  was,  therefore,  rarely  so 
full  that  any  surplus  remained  for  sale.  For  such  ready-money  as 
he  needed,  the  lord  looked  mainly  to  the  produce  of  his  livenstock. 
For  their  consumption  were  grown  the  remaining  crops — ^the  hay, 
beans,  peas,  and  oats ;  though  oats  were  not  only  used  for  human 
food,  but  in  some  districts  were  brewed  into  inferior  beer. 

Horse-farms  appear  in  some  estate  accounts ;  but  they  probably 
supplied  the  '*  great  horse  "  used  for  military  purposes.  On  an 
ordinary  farm  the  horses  used  for  farm-work  were  mostly  home- 
bred, and  were  divided  into  cart-horses,  and — ^under  the  names  of 
stotts,  *'  affers,"  or  "  avers  " — ^plough-horses.    Colts,  not  needed 

1  HoBebonderie  in  Walier  of  Henley*^  Hu^fondry,  ed.  E.  Lamond,  1890. 
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to  keep  up  the  sapply,  were  sold.  Plough-teams  were  seldom  made 
up  of  hones  only ;  if  horses  were  used  at  all,  they  were  mixed  with 
oxen.  But,  as  a  rule,  oxen  were  preferred  to  horses.  Though 
horses  worked  more  quickly,  when  the  ploughman  allowed  them  to 
do  so, — ^they  pulled  less  steadily,  and  sudden  strains  severely 
tested  the  primitive  plough-gear.  On  hard  ground  they  did  less 
work,  and  only  when  the  land  was  stony  had  they  any  advantage. 
Economical  reasons  further  explain  the  preference  for  oxen.  From 
St.  Luke's  Day  (October  18)  to  April,  both  horses  and  oxen  were 
kept  in  the  stalls.  During  these  twenty-five  weeks  neither  could 
grsse,  and  Waltw  of  Henley  calculates  that  the  winter-keep  of  a 
horse  cost  four  times  that  of  an  ox.  Horses  needed  more  attend- 
ance ;  they  required  to  be  rubbed,  curried,  and  dressed.  Oxen 
were  less  liable  to  sickness  than  horses.  The  harness  of  the  ox, 
mainly  home-made  from  materials  supplied  on  the  estate,  was 
cheaper  to  provide  and  repair.  Shod  only  on  the  forefeet,  the 
shoeii^  of  the  ox  cost  less  than  that  of  the  horse.  When  either 
horse  or  ox  was  past  work,  the  profit  of  the  one  lay  in  his  hide ;  of 
the  other,  not  only  in  his  hide,  but  the  larder :  the  ox  was  "'  mannes 
meat  when  dead,  while  the  horse  is  carrion."  Great  care  was 
taken  both  of  horses  and  of  oxen.  In  Senedchaueie  ^  (thirteenth 
century)  the  duties  both  of  the  waggoner  and  oxherd  are  care- 
fully defined ;  each  was  expected  to  sleep  every  night  with  his 
charges. 

Cattle  were  seldom  fatted  even  for  the  tables  of  the  rich ;  oxen 
were  valued  for  their  power  of  draught :  cows  for  their  milk.  It 
may,  indeed,  be  said  that  fresh  butcher's  meat  was  rarely  eaten, 
and  that,  if  it  was,  it  was  almost  universally  grass-fed.  No  winter- 
keep  or  feeding  stuff  was  available  ;  not  even  carrots  or  parsnips 
were  known.  The  commons,  generally  unstinted,  carried  as  much 
stock  as  could  keep  skin  and  bone  together  in  the  winter,  and  the 
lord  could  not  only  turn  out  on  them  his  own  sheep  and  cattle, 
but  license  strangers  for  money  payments  to  do  the  same.  Even 
if  the  commons  were  stinted,  the  margin  was  too  bare  to  mean 
abundance.  The  best  pastures  were  either  in  the  lord's  own  hands, 
and  were  saved  by  him  at  the  expense  of  the  commons,  or  were 
let  out  to  individuals  in  separate  occupations.  Even  among  these 
superior  feeding-grounds,  there  were  few  enclosures  which  would 
fatten  a  bullock.    At  the  wane  of  the  summer,  the  cattle  had  the 

^  In  Walter  of  Henley's  Husbandry,  ed.  1900. 
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aftermath  of  the  hay  meadowsy  and  the  stubble  and  hauhn  of  the 
arable  lands.  During  this  aeaaon  they  were  at  their  beat.  They 
only  survived  the  winter  months  in  a  state  of  semi-starvation  on 
hay,  straw,  and  tiee-loppiugs.  It  was,  therefore,  the  practioe  at 
the  end  of  June  to  draft  the  aged  cows,  worn-out  oxen,  and  tooth- 
less sheep,  or  "  crones,"  prepare  th^n  as  far  as  possible  for  the 
butcher,  slaughter  them  in  the  autumn,  and  either  eat  them  fresh 
or  throw  them  into  the  powdering  tub  to  be  salted  for  winter  con- 
sumption. ''  For  Easter  at  Martilmas  (November  II)  haoge  up  a 
biefe  "  is  the  advice  of  Tusser. 

The  dairy  produce  was  a  greater  source  of  money  revenue,  though 
the  home  consumption  of  cheese  must  have  been  very  large.  But 
the  management  was  necessarily  controlled,  like  the  management 
of  the  stock,  by  the  winter  scarcity.  The  yield  of  a  cow  during 
the  twenty-four  weeks  from  the  middle  of  April  to  Michaelmas  was 
estimated  at  four-fifths  of  her  total  annual  yield.  Six  to  ten  ewes 
gave  as  much  milk  as  one  cow  ;  but  the  best  practice  was  to  cease 
milking  ewes  at  Lammas  Day  (August  12).  Cheese-making  formed 
an  important  part  of  the  dairywoman's  duties,  and  the  purchase 
of  the  cloths  and  utensils  used  in  its  manufacture  are  a  serious 
item  in  estate  accounts.  Cheese  seems  generally  to  have  been 
made  of  skim-milk,  though  superior  varieties  were  doubtless  found 
on  the  lord's  table.  Most  of  the  butter  made  in  the  summer  months 
was  either  sold,  or  salted  and  preserved  in  pots  and  barrels  for 
winter  use.^  The  butter-milk  was  either  drunk,  made  into  curds, 
or  more  rarely  used  to  fatten  pigs.  The  curds  were  eaten  with  wine 
or  ale ;  the  whey,  under  the  name  of  "  whig,"  made  a  cool  and 
wholesome  summer  drink.  During  the  winter  months,  milk 
fetched  three  times  its  summer  price,  and  was  generally  sold.  For 
this,  among  other  reasons,  calves  were  timed  to  fall  before  autumn. 
In  the  scarce  months  of  winter,  the  price  obtained  for  milk  during 
eight  weeks  was  supposed  to  be  worth  more  than  the  calf.  Small 
open-field  farmers  must  usually  have  sold  their  calves  as  soon  as 
possible.    The  same  practice  prevailed  on  the  demesne.    The  total 

^  Rogers,  noticing  that  butter  was  sold  by  the  gallon,  seems  to  have  con- 
cluded that  it  was  melted  {Six  Centuries  of  Work  and  Wages,  ed.  1890,  pp. 
94-6).  But  it  would  seem  from  the  thirteenth  oentury  writings  of  Walter  of 
Henley  and  the  anonymous  author  of  Hoeebonderie,  that  two  pottles  of  butter 
made  1  gallon  of  7  lbs.,  2  gallons  made  I  stone  ;  and  14  stone  1  wey.  What- 
ever inference  may  be  founded  on  the  use  of  a  liquid  measure,  it  is  discounted 
by  the  use  of  the  pottle  and  the  stone. 
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number  of  liye-Btook,  indading  horaee  but  not  inoludiog  sheep,  sold 
from  the  manor  of  Fomcett  in  thirteen  years,  between  1272  and 
1906,  WB8  152.^  Out  of  this  total  09  were  calves.  The  oows 
of  ihe  demesne  were  under  the  care  of  a  cowherd,  who  was  required 
to  deep  every  night  with  his  charges  in  the  sheds. 

Sheep  were  the  sheet  anchor  of  farming.  But  it  was  not  for 
their  mutton,  or  for  their  milk,  or  even  for  their  skins,  that  they 
were  chiefly  valued.  Already  the  mediaeval  agriculturist  took  his 
seat  on  the  wool-sack.  As  a  marketable  commodity,  both  at  home 
and  abroad,  "Rngliah  long  wool  always  commanded  a  price.  It 
was  less  perishable  than  com,  and  more  easily  transported  even  on 
the  worst  of  roads.  To  the  Flemish  weavers  it  was  indispensable, 
for  Spanish  wool  could  not  be  used  alone,  and  the  supply  from 
Saxony  was  not  as  yet  developed.  The  washing  and  shearing  of 
8heep  were  among  the  labour  services  of  the  tenantry.  Certain 
districts,  especially  Shropshire,  Leominster,  and  the  Gotswolds, 
were  from  very  eady  times  famous  for  the  excellence  of  their  wool. 
So  far  as  its  quality  depended  on  breed  rather  than  on  soil,  some 
care,  as  evidenced  by  the  higher  prices  paid  for  rams,  was  taken 
to  improve  the  flocks.  From  Martinmas  to  Easter  sheep  were  kept 
in  houses,  or  in  moveable  folds  of  wooden  hurdles,  thatched  at  the 
sides  and  tops.  During  these  months  they  were  fed  on  coarse  hay 
or  peas-haulm,  mixed  with  wheaten  or  oaten  straw.  For  the  rest 
of  the  year  they  browsed  on  the  land  for  fallows,  in  woodland 
pastures,  or  on  the  sheep  commons.  But  in  the  autumn  they  were 
not  allowed  to  go  on  the  ground,  till  the  sun  had  purified  the  land 
from  the  "  gelly  or  matty  rime,"  which  was  supposed  to  engender 
scab.  So  also  they  were  driven  from  the  damp,  low-lying  grounds 
lest  they  should  eat  the  white  water-snails  which  our  ancestors, 
suspected  of  breeding  the  rot.  These  two  diseases  made  sheep- 
fanning,  in  spite  of  its  profits,  a  risky  venture.  The  scab  does  not 
seem  to  have  attacked  sheep  before  the  latter  end  of  the  thirteenth 
century ;  but,  from  that  time  forward,  the  tar-box  was  essential 
to  every  shepherd.  The  rot  is  carefully  treated  by  Walter  of 
Heoley,  if  he  is  the  real  author  of  the  passage  interpolated  in  the 
Bodleian   manuscript   of   his   work.'    The   writer   discusses    the 

^  The  Economic  DtvdopmetU  of  a  Norfolk  Manor  (1086-1565).     By  Franoes 
Gardizker  Davenport,  pp.  33-35. 

'  WdUer  of  Henley,  1890,  ed.  E.  Lamond.     The  passage  is  given  on  pages 
37-8,  and  its  genuineness  is  disputed  in  the  Introduction,  p.  xzii 
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symptomB  of  the  disease.  White  veinB  under  the  eyelidB,  wool 
that  can  be  easily  puUed  away  from  the  ribs,  a  skin  that  will  not 
redden  when  mbbed,  are  signs  of  unsoundness.  Another  sign  is 
when  the  November  hoar-frost  melts  rapidly  on  the  fleeoe,  for  the 
animal  is  then  suffering  from  an  unnatural  heat.  The  losses  of  the 
flockmasters  from  the  "murrain,"  to  use  the  generic  term  for 
diseases  employed  by  mediaeval  writers,  were  so  Beveee  as  to  create 
another  danger.  The  minute  instructions  against  fraud  given  to 
the  official  staff  show  ihfi,t  shepherds  not  infrequently  produced 
the  skin,  and  explained  the  disappearanoe  of  the  carcase  by  death 
from  disease.  "'  Let  no  sheep,"  says  the  author  of  Seneachauete, 
"'  be  flayn  before  it  be  seen  and  known  for  what  fault  it  died."  The 
value  of  the  flock  made  the  shepherd  one  of  the  most  important  of 
farm  servants.  He  was  required  to  be  a  patient  man,  "  not  over- 
hasty,"  never  to  be  absent  without  leave  at  ''fairs,  markets, 
wrestling-matches,  wakes,  or  in  the  tavern,"  and  always  to  sleep 
in  the  fold  together  with  his  dog.  Later  writers  insist  on  the  value 
of  lameness  in  the  shepherd,  as  a  lame  man  was  unlikely  to  over- 
drive his  sheep. 

Swine  were  the  almost  universal  live-stock  of  rich  and  poor.  As 
ccmsumers  of  refuse  and  scavengers  of  the  village,  they  would,  on 
sanitary  grounds,  have  repaid  tiieir  keepers.  But  mediaeval  pigs 
profited  their  owners  much,  and  cost  them  little.  It  was  a  Glouces- 
tershire saying : 

"A  swine  doth  sooner  than  a  oowa 
Bring  an  oz  to  the  plough.** 

In  other  words,  a  pig  was  more  profitable  than  a  cow.  For  the 
greater  part  of  the  year  pigs  were  expected  to  pick  up  their  own 
living.  When  the  wastes  and  woodlands  of  a  manor  were  extensive, 
they  were,  except  during  three  months  of  the  year,  self-supporting. 
They  developed  the  qualities  necessary  for  taJdng  care  of  themselves. 
The  ordinary  pigs  of  the  Middle  Ages  were  long,  flat-sided,  coarse- 
boned,  lop-eared,  omnivorous  animals,  whose  agility  was  more 
valuable  than  their  early  maturity.  Growth  and  flesh  were  the 
work  of  time  :  so  also  were  thickened  skin,  developed  muscles,  and 
increased  weight  of  bone.  The  styes  were  often  built  in  the  woods, 
whence  the  pigs  were  only  brought  to  feed  on  the  arable  land  after 
the  crops  were  cleared,  or,  at  times  of  exceptional  frost,  to  subsist 
on  the  leavings  of  the  threshing-floor.  During  most  months  of  the 
year  they  ranged  the  woods  for  roots,  wild  pears,  wild  plums,  crab 
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appkB,  aloeB»  haws,  beech-mast,  and  acoms.  Only  when  the  sows 
were  farrowing,  or  when  animals  were  being  prepared  for  the  rich 
man's  table,  were  they  specially  fed.  Pigs  were  fatted  on  inferior 
oom,  especially  coarse  barley,  peas,  beans,  skim-  and  butter-milk, 
or  brewers'  grains  which  were  readily  obtainable  when  nearly  every 
household  brewed  its  own  barley  beer.  The  amount  consumed 
varied  with  the  purpose  intended  to  be  served.  The  boar  was  fatted 
fcxr  the  feast  on  ten  times  the  grain  bestowed  in  finishing  ordinary 
jmimAla  for  Conversion  into  salted  pork  or  smoke-dried  bacon. 
Waiter  of  Henley  implies  that  some  attention  was  given  to  breed, 
as  he  recommends  the  use  of  well-bred  boars.  But  the  only  quality 
on  which  he  insists  is  that  the  animal  should  be  able  to  dig,  or,  in 
other  words,  support  itself.  Modem  ideas  of  purchasing  com  for 
fattaung  purposes,  or  of  converting  into  pork  or  bacon  farm-pro- 
duce for  which  no  ready  market  was  available,  scarcely  entered 
into  the  heads  of  mediaeval  farmers.  On  the  contrary,  they  tell  us 
that,  if  pigs  were  entirely  dependent  on  the  crops  of  the  arable 
land,  they  could  not  be  kept  at  a  profit,  when  the  wages  of  the 
swindierd,  the  cost  of  the  grain  consumed,  and  the  damage  done 
to  growing  crops  had  been  taken  into  account.  Some  trade  was, 
however,  carried  on  in  stores.  This  is  proved  by  the  records  of 
Fomcett  manor  (A  NorfcUc  Manof^  1086-1565),  which  show  that, 
in  years  when  no  pigs  were  kept,  stores  were  bought  and  fatted  for 
the  larder. 

The  jxyultry  yard  was  under  the  care  of  the  dairywoman,  who 
sometimes  seems  to  have  had  the  potdtry  to  farm  at  so  much  a 
head.  Ducks  are  not  mentioned  in  any  of  the  mediaeval  treatises 
on  fanning,  though  they  appear  in  the  Berkeley  accounts  in  1321  : 
guineafowl  and  turkeys  were  unknown.  But  the  number  of  geese 
and  fowls,  and,  on  important  estates,  of  peacocks  and  swans,  was 
large,  and  it  was  swollen  by  the  produce-rents  which  were  often 
paid  in  poultry  and  ^g^.  The  author  of  Hoeebonderie  gives  minute 
instructions  as  to  the  produce  for  which  the  dairywoman  ought  to 
account.  "  Each  goose  ought  to  have  five  goslings  a  year  :  "  each 
hen  was  to  answer  for  115  eggs  and  seven  chickens,  *'  three  of  which 
ought  to  be  made  capons,  and,  if  there  be  too  many  hen  chickens, 
let  them  be  changed  for  cocks  while  they  are  young,  so  that  each 
hen  may  answer  for  three  capons  and  four  hens  a  year.  And  for 
five  geese  you  must  have  one  gander,  and  for  five  hens  one  cock." 
Besides  the  poultry  yard,  the  dove-cote  or  pigeon-house  was  a 

B 


18  THE  MANORIAL  SYSTEM 

source  of  profit  to  the  lord  and  of  IO09  to  the  tenant,  Piodigioas 
numbers  of  pigeons  were  kept ;  not  only  were  they  eaten,  but 
their  dung  was  prized  as  the  most  valuable  of  all  manures.  The 
privilege  of  keeping  a  pigeon-house  was  confined  to  manorial  lords 
and  jealously  guarded,  and  every  manor  had  its  dove-cote.  The 
story  of  the  i^rench  Revolution  shows  how  bitterly  the  peasants 
resented  the  plunder  of  their  hard-earned  crops  by  the  lord's 
pigeons.  Doubtless  many  a  British  peasant  in  mediaeval  times 
was  stirred  to  the  same  hostility  by  the  same  nuisance. 

To  the  produce  of  the  crops  and  the  live-stock  of  the  demesne 
must  be  added  game,  rabbits  from  the  ''  conygarth  "  or  warren, 
cider  from  the  apples,  oil  from  the  nuts,  honey  and  wax  from  the 
bee-hives,  and  sometimes  grapes  from  the  vineyards.  Bee-keeping 
was  cm  important  feature  of  agricultural  industry.  The  ancient 
proverb  says :  ''  He  that  hath  sheep,  swine,  and  bees,  sleep  he, 
wake  he,  he  may  thrive."  Honey,  besides  being  the  only  sugar, 
was  invaluable  in  the  stiU-room,  cmd  in  the  axts  of  the  apothecary, 
physician,  and  *'  chirurgeon.*'  It  was  an  ingredient  in  mead  and 
metheglyn*  It  was  used  in  embahning,  in  medicines,  and  in  such 
decoctions  as  mulse  water,  oenomel,  honey  water,  rodomel,  or 
quintessence.  Wax  was  not  only  necessary  for  the  candles  of  the 
wealthy,  but,  like  honey,  was  largely  used  in  mediaeval  medicine. 
Mixed  with  violets,  it  was  a  salve  :  it  was  also  one  of  the  ingredients 
of  "  playsters,  oyntementes,  suppositories,  and  such  like."  In 
some  districts  of  England,  vineyards  formed  part  of  the  equipment 
of  mcmors ;  one  was  made  by  Lord  Berkeley  towards  the  close  of 
the  reign  of  Edward  m.,  and  his  biographer  suggests  that  he 
learned  the  '"  husbandry  .  .  .  whilst  hee  was  prisoner  in  finance  or 
a  Traveller  in  Spaine."  Few  great  monasteries  were  without  vine- 
yards, which  are  mentioned  thirty-eight  times  in  Domesday  Book. 
It  is  not  necessary  to  explain  the  disappearance  of  the  vine  by  a 
change  of  climate.  Wine  was  then  often  sweetened  with  honey 
and  flavoured  with  blackberries  and  spices.  Unless  it  came  from 
abroad,  it  was  rarely  drunk  in  its  pure  state.  It  would,  therefore, 
be  unsafe  to  found  any  theory  of  climatic  change  upon  the  pro- 
duction of  a  liquid  which,  in  its  natural  state,  may  frequentiy  have 
resembled  vinegar. 

Besides  the  j^oduoe  of  the  live-stock  and  crops  of  his  demesne, 
the  lord  of  the  manor  had  other  sources  of  revenue.  There  were 
the  fixed  money  or  produce  rents  for  their  land  paid  by  free  tenants 
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and  bondmen,  and  the  money  payments  which  were  sometimea 
accepted  in  lieu  of  labour  servioefl.    Sales  of  timber  and  underwood, 
of  tuif »  of  herbage,  lioenoes  to  fold  on  the  tenant's  land,  or  Uoences 
to  turn  pigs  into  the  lord's  woods  for  beechmast  or  aooms,  brought 
in  var3nng  sums  of  money.    The^uU  at  which  the  tenants  ground 
Iheir  com  was  his  property.    Whether  the  miller  was  his  servant, 
or  fanned  the  receipts,  a  considerable  proportion  of  the  tolls  went 
into  the  landlord's  purse,  though  the  cost  of  repairs  and  upkeep 
diminished  the  net  profits.    On  some  mcmors  the  oven  in  which 
the  bread  was  baked  was  also  the  property  of  the  lord  of  the  manor. 
The  fees  and  fines  levied  and  settled  by  the  manorial  courts  in  the 
ooorBe  of  a  year  were  surprisingly  large ;  besides  their  administra- 
tive work,  they  were  at  once  the  guardians  and  the  interpreters  of 
the  customs  of  the  manor.    The  range  of  business  administered 
in  these  ogmtBi  to  which  the  tenants,  both  free  and  bond,  were 
sonunoned  as  jurors,  therefore  embraced  the  domestic  and  financial 
affairs  of  the  manor.    Here  were  paid  the  fees  for  pennission  to 
reside  outside  the  manor,  to  send  chilAien  to  school,  to  enter  minor 
orders,  to  apprentice  a  son  to  a  trade,  or  to  marry  a  daughter.    Here 
too  were  imposed  the  fines  for  slovenly  work  at  harvest,  for  selling 
cattle  without  the  lord's  leave,  for  appropriating  commons  and 
wastes,  for  moving  a  neighbour's  landmark,  for  neglecting  to  repair 
a  cottage,  for  failing  to  discharge  labour  dues.    Here  too  were 
fixed  the  contributions  of  the  tenantry  in  money  or  labour  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  by-roads  within  the  manor,  and  the  fines 
for  neglect  of  the  duty  to  keep  their  surfaces  in  repair,  to  provide 
for  their  proper  drainage,  and  to  remove  obstructions.    Here  also 
crime  was  punished ;  offenders  against  life  or  property,  as  well  as 
poachers,  were  mulcted  ;  wrangling  scolds  and  tavern-hunters  were 
presented ;   idlers  were  deprived  of  their  holdings,  and,  as  a  last 
resort,  expelled  from  the  manor.    Here  too  were  fixed  and  levied 
the  necessary  contributions  for  the  repair  of  the  stocks,  the  pillory, 
the  ducking-stool,  and  the  pound.    Here  the  miller  would  be  fined 
for  mixing  rubbish  with  his  flour,  the  baker  for  selling  short  weight, 
the  brewer  who  adulterated  his  beer,  the  ale-wife  and  tavern-keeper 
who  used  false  measures  or  mixed  the  drink  they  sold  with  peony 
seed,  salt  or  garlick,  the  carrier  for  failing  to  deliver  goods,  the 
householder  who  harboured  a  stranger  without  a  licence.    Here 
also  were  received  and  entered  the  fees  of  tenants  for  admission  to 
their  holdings,  and  the  payment  of  fines  by  sons  who  succeeded 
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their  fathers.  Here,  finally,  on  the  sworn  evidence  of  a  body  of 
jurors  chosen  from  the  tenants,  were  drawn  iip  the  surveys  of  the 
manor  which  recorded  the  exact  condition  of  the  estate — ^the  total 
acrea^  of  the  demesne,  and  of  each  of  the  arable  fields,  of  the 
meadows,  the  several  pastures  and  the  pasturage,  and  their  annoal 
values ;  the  state  of  the  woods  and  the  coppices,  how  much  could 
be  cut,  and  what  they  were  worth  yearly;  the  acreage  of  the 
commons  and  the  stock  which  they  would  carry ;  the  number  of 
the  live-stock  of  various  kinds ;  the  holdings  of  the  free  tenants, 
and  their  rents  or  services ;  the  holdings  of  the  villeins,  bordais, 
and  cottagers,  their  services  and  money  equivalents ;  the  profits 
of  fisheries,  mills,  and  incidental  manorial  rights ;  the  number  of 
tenants  who  had  finally  commuted  their  services  for  fixed  payments 
in  cash,  of  those  who,  at  the  discretion  of  the  lord,  either  rendered 
labour  services  or  paid  the  money  values,  and  of  those  who  still 
discharged  their  personal  obligations  by  actual  work. 

The  remainder  of  the  cultivated  land  of  the  manor  was  occupied 
by  tenants  who  paid  rents  in  the  form  of  military  or  labour 
services,  or  money,  or  produce.  Their  farm  practices,  crops, 
and  live-stock  were  the  same  as  those  of  the  demesne,  though  their 
difficulties  in  combating  winter  scarcity  were  greater.  Free  tenants, 
whose  tenure  was  militaiy  service,  or  who  had  commuted  the  per- 
sonal obligations  for  quit-rents,  may  sometimes  have  held  land, 
like  modem  farmers,  in  their  exclusive  occupation  for  individual 
cultivation.  But  the  area  of  free  land  was  comparatively  small, 
and,  as  often  as  not,  it  was  thrown  into  the  village  farm,  occupied 
and  cultivated  in  common  by  an  agrarian  association  of  co-partners^ 
free  and  unfree. 

The  varieties  of  tenure  were  great.  So  also  were  the  varieties 
of  social  condition,  and  of  the  obligations  by  which  the  grades  of 
those  social  conditions  were  governed.  The  distinctions  betwe6n\ 
freemen  and  bondmen  and  between  freehold  and  bond  tenure  had 
been,  in  the  eye  of  the  law,  broad  and  deep.  But  custom  had 
gradually  intervened,  and,  with  endless  variety  of  practice,  miti- 
gated the  severity  of  legal  theory.  At  law  the  bondman's  position 
was  subject  to  the  lord's  caprice.  Unlike  the  freeman,  he  was  tied 
to  the  manor ;  he  could  not  leave  it  without  licence  from  the  lord, 
and  payment  of  a  fine.  His  services  were  uncertain  in  amount, 
and  could  be  increased  at  the  lord's  pleasure.  He  paid  a  fine  to 
marry  his  daughter,  to  send  his  son  to  school,  to  make  him  a  priest 
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or  an  appientioe.    His  lands  and  his  goods  and  chattels  might  be  t 
seized  by  his  lord,  and  when  he  died,  his  holding  was  given  to ' 
whom  the  loid  willed  :  his  heir  bought  a  lioenoe  to  inherit  even  his  ; 
moveables,  and  paid  a  fine  when  he  was  admitted  to  his  father's ' 
tenancy.    In  the  thirteenth  centoiy,  some  at  least  of  these  condi- 
tions had  been  modified.    The  bondman's  services  had  become 
fixed ;    he  conld  buy  and  sell,  hold  property,  and  dispose  of  his 
possessions  by  will.    In  theory  he  might  still  be  at  the  mercy  of 
the  lord's  will :   but  custom  had  so  regulated  the  exercise  of  that 
will  that  it  could  no  longer  be  capricious. 

Speaking  broadly,^  the  mass  of  the  occupiers  of  land  were,  in 
the  eye  of  the  law,  unfree — ^bondmen  who  rented  the  shares  in  the 
land  which  they  cultivated  for  themselves  by  labour  services  on 
the  lord's  demesne.    It  was  the  amount  and  certainty  of  their  ! 
services  which  determined  the  rank  of  the  imfree.    Sometimes  the 
service  was  for  the  autumn  only,  or  for  autumn  and  spring  work, 
whether  on  specified  days  or  at  particular  periods ;  sometimes  of 
team  work,  sometimes  of  manual  labour,  sometimes  of  both  ;  some- 
times of  week-work  throughout  the  year,  and  either  of  one,  two,  or 
three  days  in  each  week.    All  their  spare  time  was  spent  on  their 
own  holdings.    Of  this  semi-servile  class  the^  villeins  formed  the  { 
aristocracy.    The  vmem  was  neitiier  a  servant  in  husbandry  nor 
a  labourer  for  wages.    He  occupied  land,   and,  like  Chaucer's 
ploughman,  had  *'  catel "  of  his  own.    He  was  a  partner  in  the  . 
village  association,  holding  land  of  various  amounts.    In  theory  ^ 
the  size  of  his  holding  was  based  on  the  number  of  oxen  which,  in\ 
discharge  of  his  share  of  the  joint  liability,  he  could  contribute  to  \ 
the  memorial  plough-team.^    A  *'  hide  "  of  land,  which  Professor 

^  Students  of  TtoieBBor  Maitland's  invaluable  works  will  recognise  the  danger 
of  broad  and  general  statements,  to  all  of  which  there  are  exceptions  and 
modifications. 

'  The  hide,  or  '*caracate"  of  Domesday  Book,  or  "ploughland,*'  which  aver- 
ages 120  acres,  is  sometimes  said  to  have  been  as  much  land  as  a  team  of  8  oxen 
ooold  plough  in  a  year  of  44  weeks  of  working  days.  Bufc  Walter  of  Henley^ 
who  10  the  authority  for  this  statement,  only  tries  to  show  that  the  area  should 
be  160,  or  even  180,  cusres  ;  he  does  not  say  that  it  actually  was  of  this  larger 
size.  It  does  not  seem  likely  that  a  fiscal  unit  varied  with  the  nature  of  the 
soil,  the  weight  of  the  plough,  the  condition  of  the  team,  the  configuration 
of  the  land,  and  the  temperament  of  the  ploug^mian.  It  seems  more  probable 
that  the  hide  or  ooruoate  was  the  definite  area  of  120  acres.  Therefore  a 
quarter  of  a  oaruoate  (30  acres)  was  the  Domesday  '*  virgate,"  which,  under 
the  name  of  '* broad  oz-gang,"  ''husband-land,"  "fann-hold'*  or  "farm*' 
in  the  North,  "  yardland  "  in  the  Midlands,  "  fuU  land  *'  in  Cambridgeshire,, 
and  *'  living  "  or  "  whole  place  "  in  Dorsetshire,  formed  the  typical  arable 


I 
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Maitland  oonsidero  to  have  been  "  the  land  of  a  household/'  was 

treated  as  the  area  which  a  team  of  eight  oxen  oould  plough  in  a 

working  year.    Its  extent  may  have  varied.    But,  if  tiie  size  was 

120  acresy  then  each  hide  eonaisted  of  four  portions  of  30  acres, 

called  "  viigates/'  or  8  portions  of  16  acres,  called  "  bovates.*' 

Thus  the  eighth  part  of  the  hide,  or  **  bovate,"  was  the  land  of  one 

ox ;    the  fourth  part  of  the  hide,  or  ''  vii^te,*'  was  the  land  of 

two  oxen ;  and  the  whole  hide  was  the  land  of  the  complete  team 

:   of  eight  oxen.    It  was  on  this  basis  that  the  tenemental  land,  in 

;   theory,   and  sometimes  in  practice,   was  divided.    The  typical 

,   holding  of  the  villein  was  regulated  by  his  capacity  to  furnish  on 

I  or  two  oxen  to  the  team.    In  other  words,  it  was  the  ^*  virgate ' 

^  or  *'  yardland  "  of  30  acres,  though  one-ox  holdings  or  "  bovates  ' 

of  15  acres,  and  even  half-ox  holdings,  were  frequent. 

Villeins  of  the  higher  grade  were  generally  distinguished  from 
inferior  orders  of  the  semi*servile  classes  of  the  peasantry  by  the 
size  of  their  holdings  in  the  village  farm,  by  the  certainty  of  their 
agricultural  services  on  the  demesne,  and  by  the  obligation  to  do  * 
team-work  rather  than  manual  labour.    The  smaller  the  holding, 
the  vaguer  the  labour  obligations,  the  more  manual  the  work, —  1 
the  lower  was  the  grade  of  the  villein.    Besides  the  villeins  there 
were  other  orders  of  bondmen — such  as  the  rural  handicraftsmen  | 
who  were  specially  provided  with  land,  and  the  bordais  and  cottars, 
who  rented  particular  cottages  and  garden  ground,  which  often 
carried  with  them  from  two  to  five  acres  of  arable  land,  ti^ther 
with  common  rights.    The  two  latter  classes,  besides  their  obligatory 
manual  services,  probably  eked  out  their  subsiBtence  either  as  hired  ' 
labourers  on  the  demesne  or  by  supplying  the  labour  for  which 
their  wealthi^  neighbours  were  responsible.    At  the  bottom  of  the. 
social  ladder  were  the  serfs,  to  whom  strict  law  assigned  no  rights,' 
though  there  were  many  varieties  in  their  grades  and  position. 
Their  chief  badge  of  serfdom  was  the  indeterminate  character  of 
their  services — ^the  obligation  to  labour  in  the  manner,  at  the 
time,  and  for  the  wage,  if  any,  which  the  lord  directed.    But 

holding  of  the  common-field  fanner.  It  was  in  fact  as  much  as  two  oxen 
ooold  plough  in  the  working  year.  There  were,  however,  also  **  one-ox  men," 
whose  holdings  of  15  acres  were  an  eighth  of  a  oaruoate,  and  were  called  in 
Domesday  Book  "  bovates,"  and  at  later  stages  "  narrow  ozgangs,"  or 
**  half  places."  Smaller  holdings  consisting  of  half  bovates,  like  the  "  farthing 
holds  "  of  Boxsetehire,  "  fardels  "  of  Somersetshire,  or  *'  fammdells  '*  cS 
Oloucestershire,  were  by  no  means  uncommon,  and  in  practice  there  was  no 
fixed  area  for  the  arable  holdings  of  open-field  fanners. 
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the  serf  might  occupy  land,  own  cattle,  and  labour  for  himself.  , 
Thus,  out  of  these  various  classes,  free  and  unfiee,  sprang  small 
landowners,     tenant    farmers,    copyholders,^     and    wage-earning 
labourers. 

Round  the  village,  or  ''  town,'*  in  which  were  gathered  the  home-  , 
steads  of  the  inhabitants,  lay  the  open  arable  fields,  which  were 
cultivated   in   common   by  the  associated  partners.    Here  were 
grown  the  crops  which  Shakespeare  enumerates.    These  were  the 

lands  ''  of  Geres  "  : 

•'  — ^thy  rich  leas 
"  Of  wheat,  rye,  barley,  vetches,  oats,  and  peas.'* ' 

Here,  at  harvest  time,  the  yellow  of  the  com  crops  alternated  with 
the  dark  and  light  greens  of  beans  or  peas  and  the  brown  of  the 
bare  fallows.  This  cultivated  area,  which  included  the  driest  and 
soundest  of  the  land,  was  hedgeless,  opefa,  and  unenclosed,  divided 
by  turf-grown  balks  into  fields — ^two,  three,  or,  rarely,  four  in 
number.  If  the  former,  one  field  lay  fallow,  while  the  other  was 
under  tillage  for  com,  or  beans,  or  peas.  This  dual  system  still 
prevailed  near  Gloucester  in  the  nineteenth  century,  and  existed 
at  Stogursey  in  Somersetshire  in  1879.  But  from  the  Norman 
Conquest  onward  the  three-field  system  was  the  most  prevalent. 
Down  to  the  middle  of  the  reign  of  George  III.  the  arable  land 
received  the  unvarying  triennial  succession  of  wheat  or  rye,  of 
spring  crops  such  as  barley,  oats,  beans,  or  peas,  and  of  fallow. 

'  The  term.  "  oopyhokier  '*  belongs  to  a  later  date.  In  the  thirteenth 
century,  practically  all  land  held  in  villeinage,  or  in  bondage,  was  h^d 
**  according  to  the  custom  of  the  manor  **  (secundum  conauetudinem  manerii). 
The  title  was  the  sworn  testimony  of  those  who  knew  the  custom.  Land 
was  said  to  be  held  not  only  "  according  to  the  custom  of  the  manor**'  but 
"  at  the  will  of  the  lord  "  {ad  voluntatem  dorrnni).  By  the  thirteenth  century, 
however,  the  will  of  the  loord  was  no  longer  arbitrary,  but  could  only  be  ezer^ 
daed  according  to  manorial  custom. 

Towards  the  end  of  the  fourteenth  century,  another  expression  was  added. 
Tenants  were  said  to  hold  land  "  according  to  the  custom  of  the  memor  by 
a  copy  of  the  entry  on  the  court  roll  **  (per  oopiam  rotuli  curicB).  Probably 
it  had  been  found  that,  owing  to  the  increased  mobility  of  the  rural  popula- 
tion, oral  testimony  was  not  always  available.  Hence  it  became  the  practice 
to  enter  the  incidents  of  the  tenure  of  customary  land  on  the  rolls  of  the 
manorial  court,  and  tenants  were  called  copyholders,  because  the  copy  of  the 
entry  was  the  evidence  of  their  title.  The  words  **  at  the  will  of  the  lord  " 
were  still  retained,  and  it  has  been  suggested  {The  End  of  ViUainage  in  England^ 
by  T.  W.  Page,  American  Economic  Association,  Ifay,  1900,  pp.  84-5)  that 
the  use  of  the  wordB  indicated  an  increased  power  on  Uie  part  ot  the  lord  to 
abolish  or  alter  the  custom. 

*Tempegt,  Act  iv.  Be.  i.  60-1. 


24  THE  MANORIAL  SYSTEM 

During  these  seven  centuries  a  more  scientific  rotation  was  in  some 
districts  adopted.  Thus  at  Aston  Boges,  in  Oxfordshire,  a  fourth 
course  was  interposed.  But,  speaking  generally,  open-field  hus- 
bandry rather  retrograded  than  advanced,  as  the  discipline  of 
manorial  officials  relaxed. 

Each  of  the  three  arable  fields  was  subdivided  into  a  number 
of  shots,  furlongs,  or  flats,  separated  from  one  another  by  unploughed 
bush-grown  turf  balks,  varying  in  width  from  two  to  sixteen  feet.^ 
These  flats  were  in  turn  cut  up  into  parallel  acre,  half-acre,  or 
quarter-acre,  strips  coinciding  with  the  arrangement  of  a  ploughed 
field  into  ridges  and  furrows.  If  the  strips  were  acre  strips,  they 
were  a  furlong  in  length  (220  jrards)  and  4  rods  (22  yards)  in  breadth. 
Ploughmen  still  measure  the  acre  in  the  same  way  as  the  open- 
field  strip.  Theoretically  each  fiat  was  square,  with  sides  of  40 
poles,  containing  10  acres  ;  in  practice  every  variety  of  shape  and 
admeasurement  was  found.  But,  though  the  pole  from  which  the 
acre  was  raised  varied  from  the  13|  feet  of  Hampshire  to  the  24 
feet  of  Cheshire,  two  sides  of  the  flats  always  ran  parallel.  ThuB 
each  of  the  three  arable  fields  resembled  several  sheets  of  paper, 
cut  into  various  shapes,  stitched  together  like  patch-work,  and 
ruled  with  margins  and  lines.  The  separate  sheets  are  the  flats ; 
the  margins  are  the  headlands  running  down  the  flats  at  right  angles 
to,  and  across  the  ends  of,  the  parallel  strips  which  are  represented 
by  the  spaces  between  the  lines.  The  lines  themselves  are  the 
*'  balks  "  of  unploughed  turf,  by  which  the  stripe  were  divided 
from  each  other.  The  strips  appear  under  different  names.  For 
instance,  in  Scotland  and  Northumberland  they  were  called  *'  rigs  "  ; 
in  Lincolnshire  '*  selions  "  ;  in  Nottinghamshire  ''  lands  "  ;  in 
Dorsetshire  "  lawns  "  ;  in  North  Wales  "  loons  *' ;  in  Westmor- 
land ''  dales,"  and  their  occupiers  *'  dalesmen  "  ;  in  Cambridgeshire 
'*  balks  "  ;  in  Somersetshire  '^  rape  "  ;  in  Sussex  *'  pauls  "  ;  else- 
where in  southern  counties  "stitches."  When  the  stripe  were 
stunted  by  encountering  some  obstacle,  such  as  a  road  or  river, 
they  were  called  "  butts."  *  Stray  odd  comers  which  did  not  fit 
in  with  the  parallel  arrangement  of  the  fiats  were  "  crust®,"  '  that 


^  The  balks  appear  under  a  variety  of  names,  such  as  "  raines,"  "  reins," 
"walis,"  "meres,"  "lynches,"  " lantchette,"  " landsharee,"  "launchers," 
or  "  edges." 

*  As  in  Newington  Butts. 

*  Registry  of  Worcester  Priory  (Camden  Society),  1865,  p.  ISa. 
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is,  pieces  broken  off,  *'  pightels/'  "  gores/'  ^  *'  fothers," '  and 
*'  pykee,"  because,  as  Fitzherbert  explains,  they  were  *'  often  brode 
in  the  one  ende  and  a  sharpe  pyke  in  the  other  ende.'' 

The  arabte  fifilda,iYCTg  fw^  Agitinaf.  the  live-stock  from  seed- 
time to  harvest,  and  the  intermixed  strips  were  cultivated  for  the 
separate  use  of  individuals,  subject  to  the  compulsory  rotation  by 
which  each  of  the  three  fields  was  cropped.  On  Lammas  Day 
separate  user  ended,  and  common  rights  recommenced ;  hence 
fields  occupied  in  this  manner  were,  and  are,  called  Lammas  Lands 
or  ''  half-year  lands."  After  harvest  the  hayward  removed  the 
fences,  and  the  live-stock  of  the  community  wandered  over  the 
fields  before  the  common  herdsman,  shepherd,  or  swineherd.  The 
herdsman,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  received  8d.  a  year  for 
every  head  of  cattle  entrusted  to  his  care,  and  the  swineherd  4d. 
for  every  head  of  swine.  When  sheep  were  folded  on  the  cultivated 
land,  each  farmer  provided,  during  the  winter  months,  his  own 
fold  and  fodder  for  his  flock.  Richard  Hooker,  while  he  held  the 
country  living  of  Drayton  Beauchamp  in  Buckinghamshire,  was 
found  by  two  of  his  former  pupils,  "  like  humble  and  innocent  Abel, 
tending  his  small  allotment  of  sheep  in  a  common  field."  That 
no  occupier  might  find  all  his  land  fallow  in  the  same  year,  every 
one  had  strips  in  each  of  the  three  arable  fields.  If  the  holding 
of  the  open-field  farmer  consisted  of  thirty  acres,  there  would  thus 
be  ten  acres  in  each  field.  In  other  words,  he  would  have  ten 
acres  under  wheat  and  rye,  ten  acres  under  spring  crops,  and  ten 
aOTes.faUow.  The  same  care  was  taken  to  make  the  divisions  equal 
in  agricultural  value,  so  that  each  man  might  have  his  fair  pro- 
portion of  the  best  and  worst  land.  To  divide  equally  the  good 
and  bad,  well  and  ill  situated  soil,  the  bundle  of  strips  allotted  in 
each  of  the  three  fields  did  not  lie  together,  but  was  intermixed 
and  scattered. 

In  the  lowest  part  of  the  land — if  possible  along  a  stream — ^lay 
the  '"  ings,"  *'  carrs,"  "  leazes,"  or  meadows,  annually  cut  up  into 
lots  or  doles,  and  put  up  for  hay.  These  doles  were  fenced  off  to 
be  mown  for  the  separate  use  of  individuals  either  from  Candlemas. 
(February  2),  or,  more  usually,  from  St.  Gregory's  Day  (March  12> 

1  As  in  Kensmgton  Gore. 

>  Cf.  Chaucer  (Prologue,  530) : 

"A  ploughman  was  his  brother, 
That  hadde  y-lad  of  dong  ivl  many  a  f other," 

where  the  woid  is  generally  taken  to  mean  a  load. 
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to  Midsummer  Day ;  from  July  to  February,  or  later,  they  were 
open,  common  pasturage.  Sometimes  the  plots,  which  varied  in 
size  from  a  half -acre  downwards,  went  with  the  arable  holdings,  so 
that  the  same  man  annually  received  the  same  portion  of  meadow. 
Sometimes  the  plots  were  balloted  for  every  year.  Each  lot  was 
distinguished  by  a  name,  such  as  the  cross,  crane's  foot,  or  peel,  i.e. 
baker's  shovel,  which  will  often  explain  puzzling  field-names. 
Corresponding  marks  were  tiirown  into  a  hat  or  bag  and  drawn  by 
a  boy.  This  balloting  continued  up  to  the  last  century  in  Somerset- 
riiire,  and  still  continues  at  Yamton  in  Oxfordshire.^  After  the 
hay  had  been  out  and  carried,  the  meadows  reverted  to  common 
occupation,  and  were  grazed  indiscriminately  by  the  live-stock  of 
the  village,  till  they  were  again  fenced  off,  allotted,  and  put  up 
for  hay. 

On  the  outskirts  of  the  arable  fields  nearest  to  the  village  lay 
one  or  more  *^  hams  "  or  stinted  pastures,  in  which  a  regulated 
number  of  live-stock  might  graze,  and  therefore  suppljdng  superior 
feed.  Brandersham,  Smithsham,  Wontneraham,  Herdsham,  Con- 
stable's Field,  Dog  Whipper's  Land,  Barber's  Furlong,  Tinker's 
Field,  Sexton's  Mead,  suggest  that  sometimes  special  allotments 
were  made  to  those  who  practised  trades  of  such  general  utility 
as  the  stock-brander,  the  blacksmith,  the  mole-catcher,  the  cow- 
herd, the  constable,  the  barber,  the  tinker,  and  the  sexton.  The 
dog-whipper's  usefulness  is  less  obvious ;  but  possibly  he  was 
employed  to  prevent  the  live-stock  from  being  harried  by  dogs. 
Even  the  spiritual  wants  of  the  village  were  sometimes  supplied  in 
the  same  way.  Parson's  dose  and  Parson's  Acre  are  not  uncommon. 
It  is  significant  that  no  schoolmasters  seem  to  have  been  provided 
for  by  allotments  of  land. 
I  Besides  the  open  arable  fields,  the  meadows,  and  the  stinted 
1  hams,  there  were  the  conmion  pastures,  fringed  by  tiie  untilled 
wastes  which  were  left  in  their  native  wildness.  These  wastes  pro- 
vided fern  and  heather  for  litter,  bedding,  or  thatching;  small 
wood  for  hurdles ;  tree-loppings  for  winter  browse  of  live-stock ; 
fuzre  and  turves  for  fuel ;  larger  timber  for  fencing,  implements, 
and  building ;  mast,  acorns,  and  other  food  for  the  swine.  Most 
of  these  smaller  rights  were  made  the  subject  of  fixed  annual  pay- 
ments to  the  manorial  lord ;  but  the  right  of  cutting  fuel  was 
generally  attached  to  the  occupation,  not  only  of  arable  land,  but 

^  As  deBoribed  by  R.  H.  Gretton  in  The  Sconomio  Journal  lor  March,  1912. 
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of  cottages.  The  most  important  part  of  these  lands  were  the 
common  pastures,  which  were  often  the  only  grass  that  arable 
farmero  could  command  for  their  live-stock.  They  therefore 
farmed  an  integral  and  essential  part  of  the  village  farm.  No 
i^^ts  were  exercised  upon  them  by  the  general  public.  On  the 
contrary,  the  commons  were  most  jealously  guarded  by  the  privileged 
conmioners  ctgainst  the  intrusion  or  encroachments  of  strangers. 
The  agistment  of  strange  cattle  or  sheep  was  strictly  prohibited : 
commoners  who  turned  out  more  stock  than  their  proper  share 
were  "  presented "  at  the  manorial  courts  and  fined ;  cottages 
erected  on  the  commons  were  condemned  to  be  pulled  down  ;  the 
area  within  which  swine  might  feed  was  carefully  limited,  and  the 
swine  were  to  be  ringed.^  Those  who  enjoyed  the  grazing  rights 
were  the  occupiers  of  arable  land,  whose  powers  of  turning  out 
stock  were,  in  theory,  proportioned  to  the  size  of  their  arable 
holdings,  and  the  occupiers  of  certain  cottages,  which  commanded 
higher  rents  in  consequence  of  the  privilege.  It  was  on  these 
oonmions  that  the  cattle  and  sheep  of  the  village  were  fed.  Every 
morning  the  cattle  were  collected,  probably  by  the  sound  of  a  horn, 
and  driven  to  the  commons  by  the  village  herdsman  along  drift 
ways,  which  were  enclosed  on  either  side  by  moveable  or  permanent 
fences  to  keep  the  animals  from  strajmig  on  to  the  arable  land.  In 
the  evening  they  were  driven  back,  each  animal  returning  to  its 
own  shelter,  as  the  herd  passed  up  the  village  street.  Similarly, 
the  sheep  were  driven  by  the  village  shepherd  to  the  commons  by 
day,  and  folded  at  night  on  the  wheat  fallows.  Sheep  were  the 
manure  carriers,  and  were  prized  as  much  for  their  folding  quality 
as  for  their  fleeces.  In  some  districts  they  were  kept  almost 
entirely  for  their  agricultural  value  to  the  arable  land.  Until  the 
winter  they  were  penned  in  the  common  fold  on  the  fallows  or  the 
stubbles.  After  the  fallows  had  been  ploughed,  and  before  the 
crops  on  the  other  fields  were  cleared,  they  had  only  the  commons. 
During  winter  each  commoner  was  obliged  to  find  hay  for  his 
sheep  and  his  own  fold,  the  common  shepherd  penning  and  folding 
them  so  as  gradually  to  cover  the  whole  area. 

The  open-field  system,  thus  briefiy  sketched  with  its  arable, 
meadow,  and  permanent  pasture  land,  prevailed  at  some  time  or 

>  The  Regulations  for  **  Cominoa  Rights  at  Cottenham  and  Stretham  " 
are  printed  by  Dr.  Conningham  in  the  Camden  Miscellany,  vol.  zii.  (1910), 
pp.  173-296. 


28  THE  MANORIAL  SYSTEM 

other  throughout  England,  except  perhaps  in  the  south-weet.  The 
following  desoription  of  the  crofters'  holdings  in  Skye  in  1750 
might  have  been  written,  with  but  few  alterations,  of  half  the  cul- 
tivated area  of  England  in  the  eighteenth  century :  '"  A  certain 
number  of  tacksmen  formed  a  copartnery  and  held  a  tract  of  land» 
or  township,  for  which  they  paid  tribute  to  the  chief,  and  each 
member  was  jointly  and  severally  responsible.  The  grazing  was 
in  common.  All  the  arable  land  was  divided  into  ridges,  assigned 
annually  by  lot  among  the  partners.  Each  might  have  a  dozen 
or  more  of  these  smaU  ridges,  and  no  two  contiguous  except  by 
accident ;  the  object  being  to  give  each  partner  a  portion  of  the 
better  and  inferior  land.  The  copartner  appears  to  have  had 
cotters  under  him,  for  whose  work  he  paid."  The  prevalence  of 
the  system  may  still  be  traced  with  more  or  less  distinctness  in 
rural  England.  The  counties  in  which  it  was  most  firmly  established 
are  counties  of  villages,  not  of  scattered  farmsteads  and  hamlets. 
Turf  balks  and  lynches  record  the  time  when  '*  every  rood  of  ground 
maintained  its  man."  Irregular  and  regular  fences,  narrow  lanea 
and  wide  highways,  crooked  and  straight  roads,  respectively  sug- 
gest the  piecemeal  or  the  wholesale  enclosure  of  common  fields. 
The  waving  ridges  on  thousands  of  acres  of  ancient  pasture  still 
represent  ihe  swerve  of  the  cumbrous  village  plough  with  its  team 
of  eight  oxen.  The  age  of  the  hedgerow  timber  sometimes  tells 
the  date  of  the  change.  The  pages  appropriated  to  hedges  by 
agricultural  writers  of  the  eighteenth  century  indicate  the  era  of  the 
abolition  of  open  fields,  and  the  minuteness  of  their  instructions 
proves  that  the  art  of  making  hedges  was  still  in  its  infancy.  The 
scattered  lands  of  ordinary  farms,  compared  with  the  compact 
"'  court,"  "'  hall,"  or  "  manor  "  farm,  recall  the  fact  that  the  lord's 
demesne  was  once  the  only  permanent  enclosure.  The  crowding 
together  of  the  rural  population  in  villages  betrays  the  agrarian 
partnership,  as  detached  farmsteads  and  isolated  labourers'  dwellings 
indicate  the  system  by  which  it  has  been  supplanted. 

Accurate  comparison  between  the  conditions  of  the  rural  popula- 
tion in  the  thirteenth  and  twentieth  centuries  seems  impossible. 
Calculations  based  on  the  prices  of  commodities,  involving,  as  they 
must,  the  translation  of  the  purchasing  power  of  mediaeval  money 
into  its  modem  equivalent,  are  necessarily  guess-work.  They  are 
also  to  a  great  extent  irrelevant,  for  few  of  the  necessaries  of  life 
were  ever  bought  by  the  cultivators  of  the  soil,  and  whether  the 
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com  that  they  raised  was  fetohing  36.  or  68.  the  quarter  in  a  distant 
market  made  little  difference  to  the  inhabitants  of  villages.  They 
grew  it  for  their  own  consmnption.  Owing  to  difficulties  of  com- 
munication, every  village  raised  its  own  bread-supply.  Hence  a 
great  extent  of  land,  which  from  a  farming  point  of  view  formed  an 
excessive  proportion  of  the  total  area,  was  tilled  for  com,  however 
unsuited  it  might  be  for  arable  cultivation.  As  facilities  of  transport 
increased,  this  necessity  became  less  and  less  paramount.  Land 
best  adapted  to  pasture  no  longer  required  to  be  ploughed,  but 
mig^t  be  put  to  tiie  use  for  which  it  was  naturally  fitted.  Improve- 
ments in  means  of  communication  were  thus  among  the  changes 
which  helped  to  extiaguish  village  farms.  But  for  the  time,  and 
so  long  as  the  open-field  system  prevailed,  farming  continued  to  be 
in  the  main  a  self-sufficiog  industry.  Except  for  the  payment  of 
rent,  little  coin  was  needed  or  used  in  rural  districts.  Parishes 
till  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century  remained  what  they  were 
in  the  thirteenth  century — isolated  and  self-supporting.  The 
inhabitants  bad  little  need  of  communication  even  with  their 
neighbours,  still  less  with  the  outside  world.  The  fields  and  the 
live-stock  provided  their  necessary  food  and  clothing.  Whatever 
wood  was  required  for  building,  fencing,  and  fuel  was  supplied  from 
the  wastes.  Each  village  had  its  mill,  and  nearly  every  house  had 
its  oven  and  brewing  kettle.  Women  spun  and  wove  wool  into 
coarse  cloth,  and  hemp  or  nettles  into  linen  ;  men  tanned  their  own 
leather.  The  rough  tools  required  for  cultivation  of  the  soil,  and 
the  rude  household  utensils  needed  for  the  comforts  of  daily  life, 
were  made  at  home.  In  the  long  winter  evenings,  farmers,  their 
sons,  and  their  servants  carved  the  wooden  spoons,  the  platters, 
and  the  beechen  bowls.  They  fitted  and  riveted  the  bottoms  to 
the  horn  mugs,  or  closed,  in  coarse  fashion,  the  leaks  in  the  leathern 
jugs.  They  plaited  the  osiers  and  reeds  into  baskets  and  into 
''  weeles  "  for  catching  fish ;  they  fixed  handles  to  the  scythes, 
rakes,  and  other  tools ;  cut  the  flails  from  holly  or  thorn,  and 
fastened  them  with  thongs  to  the  staves ;  shaped  the  teeth  for 
rakes  and  harrows  from  ash  or  willow,  and  hardened  them  in  the 
fixe ;  cut  out  the  wooden  shovels  for  casting  the  com  in  the  granary  ; 
fashioned  ox-yokes  and  bows,  forks,  racks,  and  rack-staves ; 
twisted  willows  into  scythe-cradles,  or  into  traces  and  other  harness 
gear.  Travelling  carpenters,  smiths,  and  tinkers  visited  detached 
farmhouses   and  smaller  villages,  at  rare  intervals,   to  perform 
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those  parte  of  the  work  whioh  needed  their  profesBional  skill.  But 
every  village  of  any  size  found  employment  for  such  trades  as  those 
of  the  smith  and  the  carpenter,  and  the  frequency  with  which 
"  Smiths  Ham  "  appears  among  field  names  suggests  the  value 
which  the  inhabitants  attached  to  the  forge  and  the  anvil.  Mean- 
while the  women  plaited  straw  or  reeds  for  neck-coUais,  stitched 
and  stuffed  sheepskin  bags  for  cart-saddles,  peeled  rushes  for 
wicks  and  made  candles.  Thread  was  often  made  from  nettles. 
Spinning-wheels,  distaffs,  and  needles  were  never  idle.  Home- 
made cloth  and  linen  supplied  all  wants.  Flaxen  linen  for  board- 
cloths,  sheets,  shirts  or  smocks,  and  towels,  as  the  napkins  were 
called,  on  which,  before  the  introduction  of  forks,  the  hands  were 
wiped,  was  only  found  in  wealthy  houses  and  on  special  occasions. 
Hemp,  in  ordinary  households,  supplied  the  same  necessary  articles, 
and  others,  such  as  candle-wicks,  in  coarser  form.  Shoe- 
thread,  halters,  stirrup-thongs,  girths,  bridles,  and  ropes  were 
woven  from  the  ''  carle  "  hemp  ;  the  finer  kind,  or  '*  fimble  "  hemp, 
supplied  the  coarse  linen  for  domestic  use,  and  *'  hempen  home- 
spun "  ^  passed  into  a  proverb  for  a  countryman.  Nettles  were 
also  extensively  used  in  ihe  manufacture  of  linen  ;  sheets  and  table- 
cloths made  from  nettles  were  to  be  found  in  many  homes  at  the 
end  of  the  eighteenth  century.  The  formation  of  words  like  spin- 
ster, Webster,  lyster,  shepster,  maltster,  brewster,  and  baxter 
indicated  that  the  occupations  were  feminine,  and  show  that 
women  spun,  wove,  dyed,  and  cut  out  the  cloth,  as  well  as  malted 
the  barley,  brewed  the  ale,  and  baked  the  bread  for  the  family. 

^  Midsummer-Night* 8  Dream,  Act  iii  So.  1. 
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CHAPTER  11. 

THE  BREAK-UP  OF  THE  BfANOR.    1300-1485. 

Oreat  landlords  as  farmen :  horrors  of  winter  scarcity :  gradual  decay  of 
the  manorial  system  and  the  increased  struggle  for  life :  aspects  of  the 
ehange :  common  rights  over  cultivated  and  uncultivated  land  :  tendency 
towards  separate  occupation :  substitution  of  labour-rents  for  money- 
rents;  the  Black  Death;  Labour  legislation,  and  its  effect;  Manor  of  Castle 
Combe  and  Berkeley  Estates ;  new  relations  of  landlords  and  tenants 
substituted  for  old  relations  of  feudal  lords  and  dependents ;  tenant- 
fanners  and  free  labourers  ;  leases  and  larger  farms  ;  increase  of  separate 
occupations  :  William  Paston  and  Hugh  Latimer ;  wage-earning  labourers  ; 
votjaktmry  surrender  of  holdings ;  freedom  of  movement  and  of  contract. 

Chakqes  in  farming  practioes  are  always  slow ;  withoat  ocular 
demonstration  of  their  superiority,  and  without  ezpeiienoe  of 
increased  profits,  new  methods  are  rarely  adopted.  In  the  Middle 
Ages  agriculture  was  a  self-supporting  industry  rather  than  a 
profit-making  business.  The  immediate  neighbourhood  of  large 
towns  created  markets  for  the  surplus  produce  that  remained  after 
satisfying  the  needs  of  the  cultivators  of  the  soil.  But  remoter 
yiUages  contained  neither  buyers  of  produce  nor  pioneers  of  improve- 
ments. Edward  I.  was  a  gardener,  and  Edward  11.  a  farmer, 
horse-breeder,  and  thatoher.  These  royal  tastes  may  have  set  the 
fashion.  Here  and  there  great  lay  landowners,  as  well  as  great 
ecclesiastics,  actively  interested  themselves  in  farming  progress. 
Thomas,  first  Lord  Berkeley,  who  held  the  family  estates  from  1281 
to  1321,  encouraged  his  tenants  to  improve  their  land  by  marling, 
or  by  taking  earth  from  the  green  highways  of  the  manors.  Another 
famous  farmer  was  his  grandson,  the  third  Lord  (1326-61).  Feudal 
barons  are  rarely  represented  as  fumbling  in  the  recesses  of  their 
armour  for  samples  of  com.  But  ''  few  or  noe  great  f aires  or 
marketts  were  in  those  parts,  whereat  this  lord  was  not  himself,  as 
at  WeUs,  Gloucester,  Winchcomb,  Tetbury,  and  others ;  where  also 
hee  new  bought  or  changed  the  severall  grains  that  sowed  his 
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airable  lands."  ^  These  mediaeval  prototypes  of  ''  Farmer  George," 
of  "  Turnip  "  Townshend,  or  of  Coke  of  Norfolk  were  raro.  Few 
of  the  baronial  aristocracy  verified  the  truth  of  the  maxim  that 
''the  master's  foot  fats  the  soil."  The  strenuous  idleness  or  the 
military  ardour  of  youthful  lords  was  generally  absorbed  in  field 
sports  and  martial  exercises — in  tilting  at  the  ring,  in  hawking, 
hunting  the  buck,  or  lying  out  for  nights  together  to  net  the  fox. 
Grown  to  man's  estate,  they  congregated  for  a  month  at  a  time  at 
"  tylts,  tumaments,  or  other  hastiludes,"  or  exchanged  the  mimicry 
of  war  for  its  realities  in  France,  or  on  the  borders  of  Scotland  and 
Wales.  Most  of  the  lay  barons  rebelled  against  the  minute  and 
continuous  labour  of  farming,  and  this  contempt  for  bucolic  life 
may  be  illustrated  from  heraldry.  Its  emblems  are  drawn  from 
sport,  war,  mythology,  or  religion.  Products  and  implements  of 
husbandry  are  despised,  unless,  like  the  "  garb  "  or  sheaf  of  the 
Washboumes,  the  scythe  of  the  Sneyds,  or  the  hay-wains  of  the 
Hays,  they  had  been  ennobled  by  martial  use. 

Few  landowners,  except  the  wealthiest,  had  as  yet  built  per- 
manent residences  on  their  distant  estates.  Content  with  temporary 
accommodation,  they  travelled  with  their  households  and  retinues 
from  manor  to  manor,  and  from  farmhouse  to  farmhouse,  in  order 
to  consume  on  the  spot  the  produce  of  their  fields  and  live-stock. 
It  was  the  practice  of  the  first  Lord  Berkeley  to  go  '"  in  progress 
from  one  of  his  Manor  and  f armehouses  to  an  other  scarce  two  miles 
a  sunder,  making  his  stay  at  each  of  them  .  .  .  and  soe  backe  to 
his  standinge  houses  where  his  wife  and  family  lemayned  .  .  . 
sometymes  at  Berkeley  Castle,  at  Wotton,  at  Bradley,  at  Awre, 
at  Portbury,  And  usually  in  Lent  at  Wike  by  Arlingham,  for  his 
better  and  neerer  provision  of  Fish."  His  example  was  followed 
by  his  successors.  But  in  the  frequent  absences  of  manorial  lords 
on  military  service  at  home  or  abroad,  their  wives  played  important 
parts  in  rural  life.  Joan,  wife  of  the  first  Lord  Berkeley,  ^'  at  no 
tyme  of  her  42  yeares  mariage  ever  travelled  ten  miles  from  the 
mansion  houses  of  her  husband  in  the  Countyes  of  Gloucester  and 
Somersett,  much  lesse  humered  herself  e  with  the  vaine  delights  of 
London  and  other  Cities."  She  spent  much  of  her  time  in  super- 
vising her  *'  dairy  affairs,"  passing  from  farmhouse  to  farmhouse, 
taking   account   of   the   smallest  details.    The  family   tradition 

^  The  Lives  of  the  Berheieye,  by  John  Smyth  of  Nibley,  ed.  Maclean  (1883), 
vol.  i.  p.  300. 
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long.  The  same  housewifdy  couiaes  were  followed  by  the 
widowed  Lady  Berkeley,  who  administered  the  estates  dniing  her 
son's  minority  in  the  reigns  of  Henry  Vlll.  and  Edward  VI.,  and 
died  in  1664.  At  all  her  country  houses  she  '"  would  betimes  in 
Winter  and  Somer  mornings  make  her  walkes  to  visit  her  stable, 
bames,  dayhonse,  pnUxy,  swinetronghs,  and  the  like."  Her 
daughter-in-law's  tastes  were  different.  She  was  a  sportswoman, 
delighting  in  back-hunting,  skilled  with  the  cross-bow,  an  expert 
aioher,  devoted  to  hawking,  conmionly  keeping  *'  a  oast  or  two  of 
merlins,  Which  sometimes  she  mewed  in  her  own  chamber,  which 
falconry  cost  her  husband  each  yeare  one  or  two  gownes  and  kirtles 
spoiled  by  their  mutings."  Well  might  the  elder  lady  *'  sweare,  by 
God's  blessed  sacrament,  this  gay  girle  will  begger  my  son  Henry  I  " 
x/  Great  ecclesiastics  made  their  progresses  from  manor  to  manor 
like  the  lay  baions,  and  for  the  same  reason.  But  in  many  instances 
monks  were  resident  landowners,  and  by  them  were  initiated  most 
of  the  improvements  which  were  made  in  the  practices  of  mediaeval 
farming.  They  studied  agriculture  in  the  light  of  the  writings  of 
Cato,  Varro,  and  Columella  :  the  quaintiy  rhymed  English  version 
of  Palladius  was  probably  the  work  of  an  inmate  of  a  religious  house 
at  Colchester ;  the  Bides  for  the  management  of  a  landed  estate 
are  reputed  to  be  the  work  of  one  of  the  greatest  of  thirteenth 
century  churchmen,  Robert  Grosteste,  Bishop  of  Lincoln ;  Walter 
of  Henley  is  said  to  have  been  a  Dominican,  and  manuscripts  of  his 
work,  either  in  the  original  Norman  French  or  translated  into  English 
or  Latin,  found  a  place  in  many  monastic  libraries.  Throughout  the 
Middle  Ages,  both  in  England  and  France,  it  was  mainly  the  influence 
of  the  monks  which  built  roads  and  bridges,  improved  Uve-stock, 
drained  marshes,  cleared  forests,  reclaimed  wastes,  and  brought 
banen  land  into  cultivation. 

Large  improvements  in  the  mediaeval  methods  of  arable  fanning 
were  impossible  until  farmers  conmianded  the  increased  resources 
of  more  modem  times.  There  was  littie  to  mitigate,  either  for 
men  or  beasts,  the  horrors  of  winter  scarcity.  Nothing  is  more 
characteristic  of  the  infancy  of  fanning  than  the  violence  of  its 
/altemations.  On  land  which  was  inadequately  manured,  and 
on  which  neither  field-turnips  nor  clovers  were  known  till  centuries 
later,  there  could  be  no  middle  course  between  the  exhaustion  of 
continuous  cropping  and  the  rest-cure  of  barrenness.  The  fallow 
was  un  vMUMt  Dimanche  aceordi  d  la  terre.    As  with  the  land,  so 

c 
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with  its  products.  Fanune  trod  hard  on  the  heels  of  feasting.  It 
was  not  only  that  prioes  rose  and  fell  with  extraordinary  rapidity  ; 
but  both  for  men  and  beasts  the  absolute  scaroity  of  winter  always 
succeeded  the  relative  plenty  of  autumn.  Except  in  monastic 
granges  no  great  quantities  of  grain  were  stored,  and  mediaeval 
-legislators  eyed  corn-dealers  with  the  same  hostOity  with  wldoh 
modem  engineers  of  wheat  comers  are  r^arded  by  their  victims. 
The  husbandman's  golden  rule  must  have  been  often  forgotten — 
that  at  Candlemas  half  the  fodder  and  all  the  com  must  be 
untouched.  Even  the  most  prudent  housekeepers  found  it  di£Scult 
always  to  remember  the  proverbial  wisdom  of  eating  within  the 
tether,  or  sparing  at  the  brink  instead  of  the  bottom.  Many,  like 
Panurge,  eat  their  com  in  the  blade.  Equally  violent  were  the 
alternations  in  the  employment  afforded  by  mediaeval  farming, 
y  Weeks  of  feverish  activity  passed  suddenly  into  months  of  com- 
parative indolence.  Winter  was  in  fact  a  season  to  be  dreaded 
alike  by  the  husbandman  and  his  cattle,  and  it  is  not  without  good 
cause  that  the  joyousness  of  spring  is  the  key-note  of  early  English 
poetry. 

Under  the  conditions  which  prevailed  in  the  fourteenth  and 
fifteenth  centuries,  little  advance  in  farming  practices  could  be 
expected.  During  the  greater  part  of  the  period,  therefore,  the 
history  of  agriculture  centres  round  those  economic,  social,  and 
political  changes  which  shaped  its  future  progress.  Under  the 
pressure  of  these  influences  the  stracture  of  feudal  society  was 

n/  undermined.  The  social  mould,  in  which  the  mediaeval  world  had 
been  cast,  crumbled  to  powder  under  a  series  of  transformations, 
which,  though  they  worked  without  combination  or  regularity, 
proved  to  be,  from  the  latter  half  of  the  fourteenth  century  onwards, 
collectively  and  uniformly  irresistible.  From  within,  as  well  as 
from  without,  the  manor  as  an  organisation  for  regulating  rural 

J  labour  and  administering  local  affairs  was  breaking  up.  As  money 
grew  more  plentiful,  it  became  more  and  more  universally  the  basiB 
on  which  services  were  regulated.  Commerce,  as  it  expanded, 
created  new  markets  for  the  sale  of  the  produce  of  the  soil.  Parlia- 
j  ment  assumed  new  duties ;  the  Boyal  Courts  of  Justice  extended 
their  jurisdiction  ;  and,  as  a  consequence,  manorial  courts  lost  some 
of  their  importance  in  matters  of  local  self-government.  Land  was 
beginning  to  be  regarded  as  a  source  of  income,  not  of  military 

J     power.    As  landowning  became  a  business  and  farming  a  trade. 
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agrionltoial  progress  demanded  leas  personal  dependenoe,  a  freer 
hand,  a  larger  scope  for  individual  enterprise.  The  foondations  of 
feudalism  were  thus  shaken,  tiiiough  the  Hundred  Tears'  War  main- 
tained its  superstructure  intact.  It  is  this  contrast  between  reality 
and  appearance  which  gives  an  air  of  hoUowness  and  artificiality  to 
the  splendour  of  the  reign  of  Edward  HE. 
The  break-up  of  the  manorial  system  accompanied  the  transition 

•from  an  age  of  graduated  mutual  dependence  towards  an  age  of 
greater  individual  independence.  It  meant  the  removal  of  restric- 
,  tions  to  personal  freedom,  the  encouragement  of  individual  enter- 
pzise,  the  establishment  of  the  principle  of  competition  in  determining 
both  money  rents  and  mon^  wages.  From  another  point  of  view 
the  reeolts  were  not  entirely  advantageous.  Agaiost  the  older 
system  it  might  be  urged  that  it  created  a  lack  of  opportunity  which 
caused  local  stagnation.  In  its  favour  might  be  pleaded  that  it 
maintained  a  certain  level  of  equality  among  the  households  in 
village  communities,  presided  over  by  the  lord  of  the  manor.  Now, 
however,  the  struggle  for  hf e  becomes  intensified ;  the  strong  go  to 
the  front,  the  weak  to  the  wall ;  for  one  man  who  rises  in  the  social 
scale,  five  sink.  Here,  one  prospers,  layiog  field  to  field,  adding 
herd  to  herd  and  fiock  to  flock.  Here,  others  sell  their  live-stock, 
yield  their  strips  of  land  to  their  more  enterprising  neighbour,  and 
become  dependent  upon  him  for  employment  and  wages.  From 
the  fourteenth  century  onwards  the  agricultural  problem  of  holding 
the  balance  even  between  the  economic  gain  and  social  loss  of 
agricultural  progress  has  puzzled  the  wisest  of  legislators. 

The  manorial  organisation  of  labour  suffered  no  sudden  or  uni- 
versal collapse,  due  to  any  improvements  in  the  methods  or  altera- 
tion in  the  aims  of  farming.  It  rather  underwent  a  gradual  and 
local  decay  which  originated  in  economic,  social,  and  political  causes, 
and  proceeded  most  rapidly  vn  the  neighbourhood  of  trading  centres 
or  sea-ports.  It  would  be  inaccurate  to  attempt  to  divide  this 
process  into  successive  stages,  because  they  always  overlapped, 
were  generally  simultaneous,  and  were  often  almost  complete  on 
one  manor  before  they  had  begun  on  another.  But  from  one  point 
of  view,  the  movement  increased  the  number  of  holdings  which  were 
separately  oocupied ;  in  another  aspect,  it  exchanged  labour  ser- 
vices for  their  cash  values,  and  altered  the  relations  between  feudal 

J  lords  and  their  retainers  into  those  of  employer  and  emplo3^,  and 
of  tiie  letter  and  the  hirer  of  land ;  in  another,  it  applied  principles 
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of  competitiQii  to  money  rents  and  money  wages ;  in  another,  it 
enoouraged  enterprifiing  tenants  to  recognise  that  the  best  results 
of  fanning  ooiild  only  be  obtained  on  oompact  holdings,  large  enough 
for  the  employment  of  money  as  well  as  of  labour. 

The  tendency  towards  the  separate  occupation  and  individual 
management  of  land  had  already  begun,  though  it  was  most  marked 
on  the  new  land  which  was  brought  into  cultivation.  On  the  ancient 
arable  land  it  was  checked  by  the  rights  of  common  which  were 
enjoyed,  not  only  over  the  waste,  but  over  the  open  arable  fields. 
In  their  origin  these  rights  were  arable  and  attached  only  to  arable 
land.  Each  occupier  of  an  arable  holdiog  was  entitled  to  graze  on 
the  common  pastures  the  horses  and  oxen  required  for  his  tillage 
operations,  and  to  feed  the  sheep  needed  for  manuring  his  cultivated 
land.  Without  this  right  the  associated  partners  in  the  common 
venture  of  farming  would  have  had  no  means  of  supporting  their 
beasts  after  the  crops  were  sown.  Common  rights  of  pasture  were 
therefore  integral  portions  of,  and  essential  adjuncts  to,  the  ancient 
tillage  system.^  No  rightb  of  conmion  of  pasture  could  be  claimed 
by  the  g^eral  public.  The  only  persons  by  whom  they  could  be 
acquired  and  enjoyed  were  the  occupiers  of  arable  holdings.  It  was 
as  occupiers  of  portions  of  the  tilled  land,  which  was  in  fact  or  in 
theory  attached  to  their  homes,  that  cottagers  claimed  and  exercised 
gracing  privileges.  On  most  manors  three  distinot  kinds  of  common 
rights  existed.  The  first  kind  is,  in  this  connection,  unimportant, 
though  its  creation  marks  an  improvement  in  agricultural  practices 
and  a  step  towards  the  break-up  of  the  early  open-field  system.  It 
arose  when  the  partners  in  a  village  farm  agreed,  with  the  sanction 
of  the  lord  of  the  manor,  to  set  aside  a  portion  of  their  joint  arable 
holdings  for  pasture,  to  be  used  in  common  in  a  '* stinted"  or 
regulated  manner.  "  There  is  commonly,"  says  Fitzherbert,*  ''  a 
common  dose  taken  in  out  of  the  common  fields  by  tenants  of  the 
same  towne,  in  which  close  every  man  is  stinted  and  set  to  a  cer- 
taintie  how  many  beasts  he  shall  have  in  common."  The  second 
class  of  common  of  pasture  consisted  of  rights  enjoyed  by  the 
partners  of  the  agrarian  association  over  the  whole  cuUivatei  area 
of  the  village  farm,  both  over  the  arable  portion  that  lay  fallow  in 
rotation,  and  over  all  the  other  arable  lands  and  meadows,  after 
the  crops  had  been  cleared  and  before  the  land  was  again  sown  or 

>  See  obapter  i.  pp.  23-27. 

*  The  Bok€  of  Surveyeng  tmd  Improvementet  (1528),  ed.  1689,  ohap.  iz. 
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pat  up  for  hay.  The  third  kind  of  common  of  pasture  oonfflsted 
of  ri^ts  over  that  part  of  the  manor  which  was  neither  arable  nor 
meadow, — the  outljdng  portions,  which  were  left  in  their  natural 
condition, — ^the  pastures,  moors,  wastes,  woods,  and  heaths,  which 
had  never  been  tilled.  These  rights  were  attached  to  the  arable 
holdings  of  manorial  tenants,  and  to  the  occupation  of  particular 
cottages  on  the  manor,  and,  when  the  strictness  of  the  ancient 
system  relaxed,  might  also  be  acquired  by  neighbours  and  strangers 
who  neither  lived  nor  held  land  within  the  manor.  '*  In  these 
commons,"  says  Fitzherbert,^  '*  the  lord  should  not  be  stinted 
because  the  whole  conmion  is  his  own." 

Rights  of  common  of  pasture  over  cultivated  or  commonable 
land,  under  the  second  heading,  were  enjoyed  by  the  partners  in 
the  village  farm,  were  exercised  in  virtue  of  their  arable  holdings, 
were  limited  to  the  ext^it  of  the  farm,  and  could  only  be  extinguished 
by  the  agreement  of  the  co-partners.  But  if  the  lord  of  the  manor, 
as  a  partner  in  the  farm,  had  allowed  portions  of  his  demesne  to  be 
intermixed  with  the  strips  of  his  tenants,  he  could  withdraw  those 
portions  at  will,  even  though  their  withdrawal  diminished  the  com- 
monable area  of  cultivated  land.  With  this  exception,  land  subject 
to  these  rights  of  common  could  not  be  freed  by  any  individual 
tenant,  unless  the  main  body  of  his  fanning  partners  assented. 

Rights  of  common  of  pasture  over  the  untilled  land,  under  the 
third  heading,  were  at  first  confined  to  the  occupiers  of  arable 
holdings  on  the  manor.  In  process  of  time,  however,  they  were 
less  narrowly  limited.  They  could  not  be  enjoyed  by  a  landless 
public  ;  but  they  might  be  exercised  by  persons  living  both  within 
and  without  the  manor.  In  the  case  of  persons  living  within  the 
manor,  the  enjoyment  of  common  rights  belonged  to  the  occupation 
of  arable  holdings  or  of  particular  cottages  to  which  arable  land  had 
been  or  was  attached.  In  the  case  of  persons  living  outside  the 
manor,  rights  might  be  acquired  by  neighbours  and  strangers, 
either  by  direct  grant  from  the  lord  of  the  manor,  or,  through  his 
sofferanoe,  by  long  usage.  As  a  general  rule,  the  number  of  live- 
stock which  each  manorial  tenant  or  freeholder  could  pasture  on 
the  wastes  was  fixed,  or  capable  of  being  fixed,  in  proportion  to  his 
holding.  Vaguer  ri^ts  were  acquired  by  neighbours  and  strangers, 
and  it  was  in  these  cases  mainly  that  Ihe  lord's  right  of  enclosure 
was  successfully  resisted.    At  conmion  law  it  seems  that,  against 

^  Surveying,  ohap.  iv. 
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his  own  oastomary  tenante,  the  loid  of  the  manor  could  always 
enclose  the  wastes  at  pleasure.  Whether  before  1236  he  had  the 
same  power  at  common  law  against  the  free  tenants  of  the  manor  is 
disputed.  Be  this  as  it  may,  the  Statute  of  Merton^  in  that  year 
empowered  the  lord  of  the  manor  to  enclose  against  his  free  tenants, 
provided  enough  pasture  was  left  to  satisfy  his  previous  grants  of 
rights  of  common.  Fifty  years  later,  the  Statute  of  Westminster* 
(1285)  extended  the  lord's  right  of  enclosure  to  the  case  of  those 
neighbours  and  strangers  who  had  acquired  grazing  rights,  subject 
to  the  same  condition  of  sufficiency  of  pasture.  Practically  the 
existence  of  rights  of  common  of  pasture  only  prevented  enclosures 
when  the  rights  were  enjoyed  by  the  associated  body  of  tenants 
over  one  another's  cultivated  and  commonable  land,  or  when 
general  rights,  vaguely  expressed,  had  been  acquired  by  strangero 
or  neighbours  over  the  untilled  wastes  of  the  lord  of  the  manor. 
Unless  a  custom  to  the  contrary  could  be  estabUshed,  an  enclosure 
of  untilled  waste  by  the  lord  of  the  manor  would  be  upheld  in  the 
law  courts,  provided  that  the  number  of  live-stock  which  could  be 
turned  out  by  the  conmioners  was  certain  or  capable  of  being 
ascertained,  and  that  enough  pasture  was  left  to  satisfy  the  gramng 
rights. 

As  early  as  the  end  of  the  twelfth  century,  landlords  had  begun 
to  withdraw  their  demesne  lands  from  the  village  farm,  to  con- 
solidate, enclose,  and  cultivate  them  in  separate  ownership.  They 
had  also  pared  the  outskirts  of  their  woods  and  chases,  reclaimed 
and  enclosed  these  **  assart "  lands,  as  they  were  called,  and  either 
added  them  to  their  demesnes  or  let  them  in  several  occupations. 
They  had  also  begun  to  encourage  partners  in  village  fanns'  to 
agree  among  themselves,  to  extinguish  their  mutual  rights  of 
common  over  the  cultivated  land  which  they  occupied,  to  con- 
solidate their  holdings  by  exchange,  and  to  till  them  as  separate 
farms.  The  pace  at  which  these  enclosures  proceeded,  and  the 
extent  to  which  they  were  carried,  varied  with  each  county  and 
almost  with  each  manor.  But  by  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century, 
though  the  great  bulk  of  the  village  farms  remained  untouched,  the 
area  of  land  over  which  manorial  tenants  enjoyed  rights  of  common 
was  considerably  diminished,  partly  by  the  action  of  lords  of  the 
manors,  partly  by  that  of  the  tenants  themselves.    Portions  of  the 

^  20  Hen.  m.  o.  4.  >  13  Bd.  I.  a  46. 

*  See  chapter  i.  p.  6,  note  1,  and  pp.  23-27. 
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untiDed  waste  had  been  endoeedy  reduced  to  onltivatjon,  and  let 
in  separate  farms  to  rent-payiiig  leaseholders,  and  to  copyholders, 
who  were  admitted  to  their  tenancies  in  the  Court  Baron  and 
entered  as  tenants  on  the  court  roll.  *'  Many  of  the  lordes/'  sa]^ 
Fitadierbert,  '"  have  enclosed  a  great  part  of  their  waste  grounds, 
and  straightened  their  tenants  of  their  commons  within."  So  also, 
by  withdrawing  those  parts  of  the  cultivated  demesne  which  lay  in 
the  village  fields,  and  letting  them  in  small  compact  holdings,  they 
had  reduced  the  area  of  cultivated  land  over  which  common  of 
pasture  was  oajoyed.  Fitzherbert  notes  that  **  the  mooste  part  of 
the  lordes  have  enclosed  their  demeyn  landes  and  medows,  and 
kepe  them  in  severaltie,  so  that  theyr  tenauntes  have  no  comyn 
with  them  therein."    Finally,  the  tenants  themselves  followed  the 

»  example  of  their  landlords.  Wherever  the  custom  of  the  manor 
permitted  the  practice,  tenants  and  partners  in  the  village  farms 
aooepted  '^  licenses  to  enclose  part  of  their  arable  land,  and  to  take 
in  new  intakes  or  closes  out  of  the  commons,"  or  agreed  with  their 
fellow-commoners  to  extinguish,  temporarily  or  permanentiy,  their 
mutual  rights  to  gnuse  each  other's  arable  and  meadow  lands  after 
the  crops  had  been  cleared. 

At  first  the  holdings,  whether  separate  or  associated,  were,  as 
has  been  previously  described,  rented  by  labour  services  or  produce- 
rents.  But  from  the  latter  half  of  the  thirteenth  century  onwards 
a  change  had  been  taking  place.  Landowners,  who  were  them- 
selves exchanging  their  personal  services  for  cash  equivalents, 
needed  money  not  only  to  make  the  purchases  required  by  an 
advancing  standard  of  living,  but  to  satisfy  the  demands  of  the 
royal  tax-collectors.    In  their  land  they  found  a  new  source  of 

•  income.  They  still  kept  their  demesnes  in  hand ;  but  they  pre- 
ferred to  cultivate  these  home  farms  by  the  contract  services  of 
hired  men,  whether  servants  in  husbandry  or  day  labourers,  instead 
of  relying  on  the  compulsory  labour  of  tenants,  which  it  was  difficult 
and  expensive  to  supervise.  They  were,  therefore,  willing  to 
commute  for  money  payments  the  team  dues,  and,  to  a  less  extent, 
the  manual  dues,  by  which  much  of  the  manorial  land  was  rented — 
whether  in  the  whok  or  in  part,  whether  temporarily  or  permanently. 
Those  who  owed  the  personal  services  were  on  their  side  eager  to 

.  pay  the  cash  equivalmts.  The  money  payments  freed  them  from 
labour  obligations  which  necessarily  interfered  with  their  own  agri- 
ooltnral  operations,  and  enabled  them  to  devote  themselves,  con- 
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tmuously  and  exclusively,  to  the  cultivation  of  their  own  holdings. 
Their  places  on  the  demesne  land  were  taken  by  wage-earning  farm- 
servants  or  hired  labourers,  recruited  from  the  landless  sons  of 
tenants,  or  from  cottagers  who  either  had  no  holding  at  all  or  not 
enough  to  supply  them  witii  the  necessaries  of  life.  Thus  there 
were  hired  farmnservants  and  day-labourers  cultivating  the 
demesne  land  for  money  wages ;  tenants  paying  money  rents 
only  for  their  holdings ;  others  who  still  paid  their  whole  rent 
in  produce  or  in  labour ;  others  whose  labour  services  had  been 
partially  commuted  for  money  payments,  either  for  a  period  or 
permanently. 
.     The  local  and  gradual  break-up  of  the  manorial  organisation  of 

i  agricultural  labour  was  accelerated  by  the  Black  Death  (1348-9). 
Entering  England  through  the  port  of  Weymouth  in  August,  1348, 
the  plague  spread  to  the  north  before  it  died  out  in  the  autumn  of 
the  following  year.  It  had  been  preceded  by  several  years  of 
dearth  and  pestilence,  and  it  was  succeeded  by  four  outbreaks  of 
similar  disease  before  the  end  of  the  century.  During  its  ravages 
it  destroyed  from  one-third  to  one-half  of  the  population.  Lords 
of  manors  suffered  both  as  owners  of  land  and  as  employers  of 
labour.  Whole  families  were  swept  away,  and  large  quantities  of 
land  were  thrown  on  the  hands  of  landlords  by  ihe  deaths  of  free- 
holders  and   customary   tenants   without  heirs   or   descendants. 

.  Numbers  of  bondmen  took  advantage  of  the  general  confusion, 
threw  up  their  holdings,  escaped  into  the  towns,  or  joined  the  ranks 
of  free  labourers.  Their  derelict  holdings  increased  ihe  mass  of 
untenanted  land,  and  their  flight  diminished  the  amount  of  resident 
labour  available  for  the  cultivation  of  the  home  farm.  Those 
tenants  who  remained  on  the  manor  found  in  the  landlord's  diffi- 
culty their  opportunity  of  demanding  increased  wages,  of  commuting 
labour  services  for  money  payments,^  of  enlarging  the  size  of  their 

^  Before  the  Black  Death,  on  81  manon,  the  aervioes  of  tenants  supplied 
the  neoeaaaiy  farm  labour  on  the  demesnes  in  the  following  proportions : 
on  44,  the  whole ;  on  22,  the  half ;  on  9,  an  inconsiderable  portion ;  on  6, 
aU  labour  services  were  coimnuted.  After  the  Black  I>eath  (1371-80),  on 
126  manors,  the  proportions  were  as  follows  :  on  22,  the  whole ;  on  25,  the 
half  ;  on  39,  an  inconsiderable  portion ;  on  40,  aU  labour  services  were  com- 
muted. The  End  of  ViUainagB  in  England,  by  T.  W.  Page  (Publications  of 
the  American  Economic  Association,  May,  1900),  pp.  44-46,  69-65. 

MiBs  Davenport  {The  Beonamio  Devdopment  oj  a  Norfolk  Man/or,  1906, 
pp.  52,  68)  says  that,  out  of  3219  services  charged  on  the  lands  of  Fomcett 
Manor  in  1376,  only  195  were  available  in  1406. 
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holdings,  of  eBtablishing  the  principle  of  competitive  rents.    The 

v/  "  Great  Death  "  in  fact  produced  the  natural  reeulta.    There  waa 

^  afallinrentsandariseinwages,  because  the  supply  of  land  exceeded 

the  demand,  and  the  demand  for  labour  was  greater  than  the 

supply. 

Lq;islation  came  to  the  aid  of  landowners  by  endeavouring  to 
maintain  the  supply  of  labour  and  to  regulate  the  rise  both  of  wages 
and  of  prices.  The  statutes  clearly  illustrate  the  difficulties  of 
landlords  and  consumers.  The  crisis  was  so  abnormal  that  unusual 
action  seemed  justifiable.  In  the  plague  years  of  1348-9  agricultural 
labour  was  so  scarce  that  panic  wages  were  asked  and  paid.  A 
similar  rise  in  prices  took  place  simultaneously.  So  exorbitant  did 
the  demands  both  of  labourers  and  producers  appear,  following  as 
they  did  on  a  previous  rise  in  both  wages  and  prices,  that  a  royal 

^  proclamation  was  issued  in  1349.  It  ordered  all  men  and  women, 
**  bond  or  free," — unless  living  on  their  own  resources,  tilling  their 
own  land,  employed  in  merchandise,  or  exercising  some  craft, — 
to  work  on  the  land  where  they  lived  at  the  rate  of  wages  current 
in  1346.  Those  who  gave  or  took  higher  wages  were  fined  treble 
or  double  the  sums  so  given  or  received.  The  claim  of  lords  of 
manors  to  the  services  of  their  own  men  was  acknowledged.  But 
their  daim  was  no  longer  exclusive ;  they  were  not  to  employ  more 
labour  than  they  absolutely  required.  The  king's  proclamation 
was  not  universally  obeyed.  Employers  had  either  to  lose  their 
crops  or  yield  to  ''  the  proud  and  covetuous  desires  "  of  the  men. 
They  were  indeed  placed  in  a  difficulty.  On  the  one  hand,  men 
oonld  not  be  hired  under  threepence  to  perform  the  same  services 
which  had  been  recently  commuted  for  a  half-penny.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  strike  was  well-aimed  and  well-timed.  It  hit  the 
most  vulnerable  points.  The  classes  of  agricultural  labourers 
against  whom  the  proclamation  was  specially  directed  were  ser- 
vants in  husbandry,  mowers,  reapers,  and  harvesters.  Servants  in 
husbandry,  boarding  at  the  home-farm  or  the  houses  of  the  larger 
tenants,  were  the  ploughmen,  carters,  cowherds,  shepherds,  milk* 
maids,  and  swineherds,  who  had  the  care  of  the  live-stock.  They, 
like  the  harvesters,  were  indispensable.  If  the  crops  were  not 
harvested  when  ripe,  they  spoiled ;  if  the  live-stock  were  neglected, 
they  died.  To  solve  the  difficulty  Parliament  itself  intervened. 
The  provisions  of  Hie  proclamation  were  supplemented  by  the 

^  first  Statute  of  Labourers  (1349,  23  Ed.  m.),  and  expanded  by  a 
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seriea  of  Acts  extending  over  the  next  160  yeam.^  The  stocks, 
imprisonment,  outlawry,  and  branding  were  the  ponishments  of 
those  who  refused  to  work,  or  absented  themselves  without  lioenoe 
from  the  hundred  where  they  lived.  Every  boy  or  girl,  who  had 
served  in  husbandry  up  to  the  age  of  twelve  '"  at  the  plough  or  cart," 
was  bound  to  "  abide  at  the  same  labour."  Justices,  either  of  the 
Peace  or  under  a  special  commission,  were  sworn  to  enforce  the 
Acts,  and  to  fix  the  rates  of  wages  at  which  labourers  could  be 
compelled  to  serve. 

How  far  this  legislation  attained  its  immediate  ends  it  is  difficult 
to  say ;  the  repeated  re-enactment  of  labour  laws,  the  petitions 
of  employers,  and  the  x>reambles  to  successive  statutes  may  seem 
to  suggest  that  it  failed.  On  the  other  hand,  there  is  abundant 
evidence'  that  the  law  was  rigorously  enforced,  and  this  would 
naturally  be  inferred  from  the  fact  that  its  administration  was 
entrusted  to  officials  who  were  directly  interested  in  compelling 
obedience  to  its  provisions.  The  rise  both  in  wages  and  prices  was 
great.  But  the  statutes  undoubtedly  prevented  either  from 
reaching  famine  height.  Whether  they  were  completely  successful 
or  not,  they  embittered  the  relations  between  employers  and 
employed,  and  so  prepared  the  ground  for  the  Peasants'  Rising  of 
1381.  Confronted  by  a  discontented  peasantry,  burdened  with 
large  tracts  of  land  which  threatened  to  pass  out  of  cultivation, 
hampered  by  the  scarcity  and  deamess  of  labour,  landlords  tamed 
in  new  directions  for  relief.  Here  and  there,  where  the  climate 
favoured  the  expedient,  they  reduced  their  labour-bills  by  laying 
down  tracts  of  arable  land  to  pasture.  Elsewhere  the  demesnes 
were  let  off  in  separate  farms  at  money  rents.  Often,  in  order  to 
secure  tenants,  the  land  was  let  on  the  '"  stock  and  land  "  system, 
similar  to  that  of  the  mUayer,  the  landlord  finding  the  stock  and 
implements.    Sometimes  the  entire  manor  was  leased  to  one  or 

1  S.g.  1360-1  (34  Ed.  in.  oo.  10, 11) ;  136S  (42  Ed.  m.  o.  6) ;  1377  (1  Rio.  n. 
0.  6) ;  1386  (8  Rio.  11.  o.  2) ;  1388  (12  Ric.  H.  oo.  3-0) ;  1402  (4  Hen.  IV. 
0.  14) :  1406  (7  Hen.  IV.  o.  17) ;  1423  (2  Hen.  VI.  c.  18) ;  1427  (6  Hen.  VI. 
c.  3) ;  1429  (8  Hen.  VI.  c.  8) ;  1444  (23  Hen.  VI.  o.  12) ;  1495  (11  Hen.  Vn. 
0.  22) ;  1496  (12  Hen.  VH.  o.  3) ;  1514  (6  Hen.  VIIL  e.  3) ;  1663  (5  Elix. 
0.4). 

•Miss  Putnam*B  Enforeemeni  of  the  8iatute$  of  Labottnn  (1908),  (Columbia 
Univenrity :  Studies  in  History,  Eoonomios  and  Publio  Law,  voL  xxzii.)  is 
an  exhaustive  oommentary  on  the  administration  of  the  law  from  1349  to 
1360. 
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more  tenants,  who  paid  a  fixed  annual  rent  for  the  whole,  and  then 
sab-let  portions  of  the  land.^ 

Two  examples  of  this  gradual  transformation  of  the  manorial 
system  may  be  quoted.  In  the  first  instance— that  of  Castle  Combe  ' 
in  Wiltshire — ^the  neighbourhood  of  a  olothmaking  industry  may 
have  made  the  process  of  change  exceptionally  rapid,  even  for  the 
sooth  of  England.  At  the  Domesday  Survey  the  manor  contained 
1200  acres  under  the  plough.  Of  this  arable  land,  480  acres  were 
in  the  lord's  demesne,  cultivated  by  13  serfs  and  the  team  and 
manual  labour  of  the  manorial  tenants.  The  remainder  of  the 
arable  area  (720  acres)  was  occupied  by  5  villeins,  7  bordars,  and 
5  cottagers.  There  was  a  wood  of  a  mile  and  half  in  length  by 
three  quarters  of  a  mile  in  breadth.  There  were  also  three  water 
mills.  The  whole  population  consisted  of  bondmen :  none  were, 
in  the  eye  of  the  law,  free.  In  1340  the  tenemental  land  had 
increased  to  nearly  1000  acres.  There  were  ten  freemen,  holding 
between  them  247  acres  of  arable  land.  Of  these  freemen,  one  of 
the  three  millers  held  an  estate  of  inheritance  to  himself  and  his 
heirs,  at  a  fixed  quit-rent,  subject  to  a  heriot  and  attendance  at 
the  manorial  courts.  The  nine  remaining  freemen,  among  whom 
were  the  other  two  millers,  held  their  land  at  will  at  fixed  money 
rents  and  similar  services.  The  rest  of  the  inhabitants  were  still 
bondmen.  Fifteen  customary  tenants  occupied  for  the  term  of 
two  lives  540  arable  acres,  in  holdings  of  from  60  to  30  acres,  partly 
by  money  rents,  partly  by  labour  services.  Eleven  others  held 
15  acres  each  (165  acres)  for  two  Uves,  paying  their  rent  only  by 
labour  on  the  demesne ;  but  in  addition  nine  of  them  also  held 
crofts,  for  which  they  paid  annual  money  rents.  All  these 
classes,  in  virtue  of  their  holdings,  were  protected  against  caprices 
of  the  lord's  will  by  manorial  customs.  Many  of  them  remained 
bondmen  in  status,  but  the  condition  of  their  tenure  was  raised. 
Eight  *'  Monday-men  "  held  cottages  and  crofts  or  curtilages  by 
labour  services  only.    These  thirty-four  bondmen,  at  the  will  of 

^Xhns  the  land  of  the  manor  of  Hawsted  in  Suffolk  was  let  in  1410  by 
Sir  WilUam  Clopton  to  Walter  Bone,  Sir  William  reserving  the  manor-house 
and  the  fines  and  other  legal  rights  of  a  manor  {History  of  Haw9Ud^  pp. 
193-6). 

^HiHory  of  the  Manor,  tic  of  CatOe  Oombe,  by  O.  Poulett  Sorope  (1SS2). 
The  areas  are  oaloulated  on  the  assumption  that  the  looal  "  earuoate  "  con- 
tained 120  acres.  Whatever  the  actual  acreage  may  have  been,  the  pro- 
portions remain  the  same. 
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the  lord,  oould  buy  themselves  out  of  their  labour  obligations  on 
payment  of  the  cash  values  which  are  entered  against  their  services 
in  the  steward's  book.  In  this  event  substitutes  were  provided 
in  the  twelve  cottagers,  who  paid  a  fixed  money  rent  for  their 
cottages.  Immediately  after  the  "  Oreat  Death  "  the  final  stage 
•  is  reached.  In  1362  the  demesne  was  cut  up  into  sepeorate  farms, 
and  let  on  money  rents.  Labour  services  were  therefore  no  longer 
needed,  and  were  either  merged  in  the  copyhold  rents  or  aDowed 
to  die  out. 

The  second  instance,  that  of  the  vast  estates  of  the  Berkeleys, 
covers  a  wider  area.  The  policy  adopted  by  the  family  in  the 
management  of  their  manors  in  Qloucestershire,  Somersetshire, 
Essex,  and  elsewhere,  was  in  one  important  respect  consistent  from 
1189  to  1417.  Throughout  the  whole  period,  successive  lords 
aimed  at  increasing  their  enclosures.  They  began  to  withdraw 
those  portions  of  the  demesne  which  lay  in  "  common  fields,  here 
one  acre  or  ridge,  and  there  an  other,  one  man's  intermixt  with  an 
other,"  to  consolidate  them,  free  them  from  common,  and  enclose. 
By  exchange  with  free  tenants,  other  lands  were  thrown  together 
and  similarly  treated.  The  skirts  of  woods  and  chases  were  taken 
in  hand,  and  hundreds  of  acres  of  "  assart "  land  were  enclosed. 
Sometimes  these  enclosures  were  made  by  agreement ;  sometimes 
without.  Maurice  de  Berkeley  (1243-81)  had  within  his  manor  of 
Hame  ''  a  wood  called  whitclive  wood,  adioinynge  whereunto  were 
his  Tenants'  arrable  and  pasture  grounds  and  likewise  of  divers 
freeholders.  This  hee  fancieth  to  reduce  into  a  parke ;  hee  treateth 
with  freeholder  and  tenant  for  buyinge  or  exchanginge  of  such  of 
their  lands  lyeing  neere  the  said  wood  as  hee  fancied :  In  which 
wood,  also,  many  others  had  comon  of  pasture  for  theire  cattle  all 
tymes  of  the  yeare,  (for  noe  woods  or  grounds,  in  effect,  till  the  Eve 
of  this  age,  were  inclosed  or  held  in  severalty :)  with  theis  also  hee 
treatieth  for  releases  of  their  comon  :  After  some  labor  spent,  and 
not  prevailinge  to  such  effect  as  hee  aymed  at :  hee  remembered 
(as  it  seemeth)  the  Adage,  mvUa  non  laudaniur  niei  priua  perticia : 
many  actions  are  not  praisworthy  till  they  bee  done :  Hee  there-, 
fore  on  a  sodaine  resolutely  incloseth  soe  much  of  each  man's  land 
unto  his  sayd  wood  as  hee  desired :  maketh  it  a  parke,  placeth 
keepers,  and  storeth  it  with  Deere,  And  caDed  it,  as  to  this  day  it  is, 
Whitclyve  parke.  They  seeing  what  was  done,  and  this  lord 
offennge  compositions  and  exchanges  as  before,  most  of  them 
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BOone  agreed,  when  there  was  noe  remedy.  .  .  .  Those  few  that 
lemayned  obstinate  fell  after  upon  his  sonne  witii  snites,  to  theire 
small  confort  and  less  gaines."  ^ 

For  the  first  140  years  of  the  period  (1189-1417)  the  lords  of 
Berkeley  steadily  porsaed  the  plan  of  converting  oustomary 
tenancies  and  tenancies  of  newly  enclosed  lands  into  freeholds  of 
inheritance  at  fixed  quit-rents  which  represented  the  rack-rents 
then  cnnent.  They  seem  to  have  feared  that  in  fatore  years  the 
income  of  their  land  would  fall  rather  than  rise.  Robert  de  Berke- 
ley began  the  policy  (1189-1220) ;  it  was  continued  by  his  successor, 
Maurice ;  it  culminated  in  the  time  of  Thomas,  first  Lord  Berkeley 
(1281-1321),  who  himself  created  800  of  these  freeholds,  many  of 
which  still  remained  when  John  Smjrth  wrote  the  history  of  tiie 
family  in  1^28.  This  fanuly  policy  was,  however,  completely 
reversed  by  his  grandson  Thomas,  third  Lord  Berkeley  (1326-61). 
Many  hundreds  of  the  freeholds  created  by  his  predecessors  were 
repurchased,  and  let  at  rack-rents.  His  example  was,  for  the  next 
half  century,  actively  followed  by  his  successors.  But  for  this 
reversal  of  the  fanuly  policy,  Smyth  calculates  that  three-quarters 
of  the  Berkeley  Estates  would  have  been  freeholds  of  inheritance, 
paying  fixed  quit-rents  of  f ourpence  or  sixpence  an  acre  for  land 
which  in  1628  was  worth  twelve  shillings. 

At  no  time  during  the  period  (1189-1415)  was  any  hu^e  proportion 
of  the  demesne  lands  divided  and  let  on  lease.  The  Berkeleys 
themselves  farmed  on  a  gigantic  scale  through  their  bailiffs  and 
their  reeves.  Thus  the  third  lord  (1326-61)  kept  in  his  own  hands 
ihe  demesnes  of  upwards  of  75  manors,  stocking  them  with  his 
own  oxen,  cows,  sheep,  and  swine.  On  no  manor  did  the  flock  of 
sheep  number  less  than  300 ;  on  some  it  reached  1500.  At  Bever- 
ston  in  Oloucestershire,  in  the  seventh  year  of  Edward  in.,  he 
sheared  5776  sheep.  From  these  manors  his  suppties  were  drawn 
to  feed  each  day  at  his  "  standing-house  "  300  persons  and  100 
horses.  Thence  came  every  year  geese,  ducks,  peacocks,  capons, 
hens  and  chickens, — ^200  of  each  kind,  many  thousands  of  eggs 
and  1000  pigeons,  coming  from  a  single  manor, — stores  of  honey, 
wax,  and  nuts,  an  '"  uncredible  "  number  of  oxen,  bullocks,  calves, 
sheep  and  lambs,  and  vast  quantities  of  wheat,  rye,  barley,  oats, 
pease,  beans,  apples,  and  pears.  All  was  accounted  for  with  minute 
detail  by  the  stewards,  reeves,  and  bailiffs.    Their  accounts  for 

^  Lives  of  the  Berheleys^  vol  i.  pp.  140-1. 
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the  manors  and  for  the  household  show  what  amount  of  com 
remained  in  the  granaxy  from  the  previous  year;  how  much 
was  each  year  reaped  and  winnowed,  sold  at  markets,  shipped  to 
sea ;  how  much  was  consumed  in  the  lord's  house,  in  his  stable, 
in  his  kennels,  in  the  poultry  yard,  or  in  the  falcons'  mews  ;  how 
much  was  malted ;  how  much  was  given  to  the  poor,  to  friars 
and  other  religions  orders  by  way  of  yearly  allowances. 

^  The  policy  of  repurchasing  freeholds  and  of  increasing  enclosures 
was  pursued  by  the  fourth  lord  (1361-68)  and  by  his  son  (1368- 
1417).  But  from  1386  onwards  the  practice  of  farming  the 
demesne  lands  through  the  reeves  was  abandoned.  *'  Then,"  says 
Smyth,  '*  began  the  times  to  alter,  and  hee  with  them  (much 
occasioned  by  the  insurrection  of  Wat  Tyler  and  generaUy  of  aU 
the  Comons  in  the  land,)  And  then  instead  of  manureing  his 
demesnes  in  each  manor  with  his  own  servants,  oxen,  kine,  sheep, 
swine,  poultry  and  the  hke,  under  the  oversight  of  the  Beeves  of 
the  manors.  .  .  .  Tins  lord  began  to  joyst  and  tack  in  other 
mens  cattle  into  his  pasture  grounds  by  the  week,  month,  and 
quarter :  And  to  sell  his  meadow  grounds  by  the  acre ;  and  so 
between  wind  and  water  (as  it  were)  continued  part  in  tillage^ 
and  part  let  out  and  jojsted  as  aforesaid  for  the  rest  of  that 
kings  raigne.  And  after,  in  the  time  of  Henry  the  fourth,  let 
out  by  the  year  stil  more  and  more  by  the  acre  as  hee  found 
chapmen  and  price  to  his  likeing."  ^  The  landlord  was  ceasing  to 
be  a  patriarchal  farmer  and  becoming  only  a  rent-receiver.  The 
process  went  on  with  increasing  rapidity.    By  the  end  of  the  reign 

'  of  Edward  IV.  the  greater  part  of  the  manors  and  demesnes  had 
been  let  to  tenants,  either  on  rack-rents  or  at  lesser  rents  with  the 
reservation  of  a  fine.  The  day-works  due  from  the  old  customary 
tenants,  in  proportion  to  their  holdings  of  yard-lands  and  "far- 
rundells,"  together  with  their  produce  rents,  were  commuted  into 
money  equivalents  and  added  to  the  new  rents. 

The  story  of  the  Manor  of  Castle  Gombe  and  of  the  estates  of  the 
Berkeleys  holds  true,  with  many  variations,  of  England  generally. 
Everywhere  the  cultivation  of  demesnes  by  the  labour  services  of 
manorial  tenants  was  graduaDy  abandoned,  and  the  older  system 
replaced  by  separate  farms,  let  for  money  rents  to  individual 
occupiers.  The  change  proceeded  more  rapidly  in  the  south  and 
south-west  than  in  the  north  and  east.    But  as  the  fifteenth  century 

^  lAvet  of  the  Berkeleys,  vol.  ii.  pp.  6-6. 
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neored  its  close  the  relations  between  owners,  oocupiera,  and  oul< 
tivatoTB  of  land  had,  in  many  parts  of  England,  assumed  a  more 
modem  aepect.  There  was  a  large  inorease  in  the  number  of  free- 
holders,  and  of  leaseholding  or  copyholding  farmers  renting  land  in 
iudividnal  ooonpation ;  there  was  also  an  inorease  in  the  number 
of  free  labourers  whose  only  capital  was  their  labour.  The  complete 
abolitioDL  of  yilleinage  had  been  demanded  by  the  people  in  the 
rising  of  1381,  and  one  of  the  principal  objects  of  the  rioters  had 
been  the  destruction  of  the  rolls  of  the  manor  courts,  which  were 
the  evidence  not  only  of  their  titles  but  of  their  disabilities.  Possibly 
they  may  have  hoped  that,  if  the  court  rolls  were  destroyed,  they 
would  be  left  in  undisturbed  possession  of  their  holdings.  Possibly 
they  may  have  expected  to  escape  the  payment  of  the  vexatious 
fines  and  licences  incidental  to  the  tenure,  and  there  is  some  suggestion 
that  landlords  were  endeavouring  to  recoup  themselves  for  the  loss 
of  income,  which  the  commutation  of  labour  services  and  the 
decrease  of  the  manorial  population  had  produced,  by  the  stricter 
exaction  of  pajonents.  Eighty  years  later  the  class  of  villeins, 
which  once  had  included  the  great  mass  of  the  rural  population, 
was  fast  disappearing.  The  more  prosperous  members  of  the  class 
had  retained  their  hold  on  the  land,  whether  on  the  demesnes,  the 
assart  lands,  or  the  village  farma.  Some  had  become  freeholders  ; 
others  rented  their  holdings  at  fixed  money  rents  on  leases  for  a 
term  of  years  or  for  lives  ;  others,  whose  rights  were  derived  from 
ancioit  customs,  were  admitted  as  copyholders  for  Uvea  and  possibly 
of  inheritance  on  the  court  roll  of  the  manor.  The  uncertainty  of 
villein  tenure  was  gone,  and  its  brand  of  personal  servitude  could 
not  long  continue  when  the  old  relation  of  feudal  lord  and  dependent 
was  exchanged  for  that  of  landlord  and  tenant  or  of  employer  and 
employed,  and  waa  expressed  in  cash  instead  of  personal  services. 
Even  landless  bondmen  had  for  the  most  part  gained  their  personal 
freedom.  Some  purchased  freedom  by  money  paymenta ;  on 
some  the  influence  of  tiie  Church,  or  the  pricking  of  conscience 
conferred  it  by  a  deathbed  emancipation ;  the  legal  presumption 
of  natural  liberty  and  the  decisions  of  the  law  courts  bestowed  it 
on  others.  Here  a  bondman  escaped  from  the  manor  and  waa 
lost  aight  of  ;  here  a  man  took  refuge  in  a  town ;  another  accepted 
the  tawny  livery  of  the  Berkeleya  or  of  aome  other  great  lord ;  a 
fourth  received  the  tonaure,  or  took  service  in  a  monastery,  aa  a 
lay  brother ;  a  fifth  made  freedom  the  condition  on  which  he  would 
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take  up  land.  In  nomerous  cases  the  servioes  were  lost  from 
neglect,  because  they  ceased  to  be  profitable  when  landlords  aban- 
doned fanning  and  became  only  rent-receivets.  In  aD  these  ways 
the  ranks  of  freemen  and  free  labourers  were  recruited.  The 
numbers  of  villeins  dwindled  fast.  But  the  tenure  survived  the 
Tudor  period.  Its  abolition  was  demanded  in  the  eastern  counties 
during  Kett's  rebellion  (1549),  and  all  men  who  had  not  been 
legally  emancipated  lived  throughout  the  reign  of  Elizabeth  in 
peril  that  its  incidents  might  be  revived  against  them.  Even  the 
old  personal  services  still  lingered.  Till  the  end  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  labour  dues  as  part  of  the  rent  of  land  were  enforced  in 
the  north-west  of  England.  Half  the  county  of  Cumberland  was 
still  unenclosed  in  1794.  "  By  far  the  greatest  part  of  this  county 
was  held  under  lords  of  manors,  by  that  species  of  vassalage,  called 
customary  tenure ;  subject  to  the  payment  of  fines  and  heriots,  on 
alienation,  death  of  the  lord,  or  death  of  tenant,  and  the  payment 
of  certain  annual  rents,  and  performance  of  various  servioes,  called 
Boon^ys^  such  as  getting  and  leading  the  lord's  peats,  plowing 
and  harrowing  his  land,  reaping  his  com,  hay-making,  carrying 
letters,  etc.,  etc.,  whenever  summoned  by  the  lord."  ^ 

The  fifteenth  century  lies  midway  between  two  recognised  periods 
of  distress  among  the  rural  population.  Agriculturally,  its  history 
is  almost  a  blank.  The  silence  has  been  interpreted  in  different 
ways.  Some  writers  have  considered  it  as  a  time  of  progress ; 
others  have  read  it  as  the  reverse.  There  is  evidence  that  the 
principal  sufferers  by  the  dynastic  and  aristocratic  struggle  of  the 
Roses  were  the  nobility  and  the  soldiers,  that  country  districts 
were  not  laid  waste,  and  that  villages  and  their  populations  were 
neither  destroyed  nor  harried.  If  so,  rural  life  may  have  advanced 
peacefully,  profiting  by  the  absorption  of  huadowners  in  more 
exciting  pursuits  than  the  administration  of  their  estates.  When 
once  the  struggle  was  ended,  a  new  world  began  to  piece  itself 
together.  Accepting  the  spirit  of  the  coming  age,  agriculture 
reorganised  itself  on  a  money  basis,  and  two  classes  emerge  into 
prominence— capitalist  tenant-farmers  and  free  but  landless 
labourers.  Both  had  been  slowly  forming  during  the  first  three 
quarters  of  the  century :  both  were  equaDy  essential  to  the  changed 
conditions  of  farming.    The  tenant-farmer  had  risen  in  the  social 

^  Oenerdt  View  of  the  AgrieuUure  of  the  Cotmty  of  Cumberland,  by  John 
Bailey  and  George  Culley  (1704),  p.  11. 
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aoale ;  the  labouier,  if  the  posaesaion  of  land  alone  measured  his 
position  in  sooiety,  had  fallen.  Mediaeval  oiganisationB  of  trade 
were  undergoing  a  similar  transfosmation.  Guilds,  like  village 
farms,  had  maintained  a  certain  equality  of  wealth  and  position 
among  the  master  oraltsmen,  and  apprentioes  and  journeymen  not 
only  looked  to  become  masters  themselves,  but  shared  in  the 
advantages  of  membership  of  the  organised  crafts.  At  the  close 
of  the  fifteenth  century,  the  wealthier  liveried  masters  b^an,  Uke 
capitalist  tenant-fanners,  to  form  a  higher  rank  within  the  guild, 
and  to  control  and  administer  its  policy.  Below  them  in  the  scale 
a  new  class  was  coming  into  existence.  Independent  journeymen 
were  increasing  in  number — ^hired  artisans  who  derived  no  benefits 
from  the  guilds,  enjoyed  no  prospect  of  becoming  master-craftsmen, 
and  depended  for  their  livelihood,  like  the  free  labourer  divorced 
from  the  soil,  on  employment  and  wages.  For  the  rising  classes, 
the  fifteenth  century  may  have  been  a  period  of  prosperity ;  for 
the  classes  which  were  hx  some  respects  falling,  it  was  probably 
a  time  of  adversity.  Only  thus  can  the  rose-coloured  descriptions 
of  writers  like  Sir  John  Fortescue  be  reconciled  with  the  darker 
accounts  which  might  be  put  together  from  other  sources.  It  is 
not  in  the  gay  holiday  scenes  of  a  CSiaucer,  but  in  the  grimly  realistic 
pictures  of  a  Langland  that  the  features  of  rural  life  are  most  truly 


Leaseholders  and  copyholders  in  separate  occupation  of  farms 
had  increased  rapidly  in  number  as  well  as  in  importance.  Their 
ranks  were  swollen  by  the  tenants  of  the  reclaimed  wastes,  by  tiiose 
among  whom  the  demesne  was  now  divided,  and  by  holders  of  the 
*'  stock  and  land  "  leases  who  had  saved  sufficient  capital  to  stand 
on  their  own  feet ;  by  men  of  capacity  and  enterprise,  who  realised 
the  superior  advantages  of  a  separate  holding,  however  small ;  by 
hundreds  of  the  old  customary  tenants,  who  found  that  the  rents 
for  which  their  personal  services  had  been  commuted  were  higher 
than  the  competitive  money  rents  which  land  could  command  when 
the  supply  was  excessive.  The  terms  for  which  leases  ran  grew 
longer.  They  advanced  from  a  year  to  five  years,  then  to  seven 
years,  then  to  ten  years,  then  to  twenty-one,  then  to  Uves,  and  often 
to  fee  farm.  The  increasingly  prolonged  term  illustrates  the  greater 
confidence  in  the  stabiUty  of  the  government.  It  also  indicates, 
on  the  part  of  the  farmer,  a  growing  sense  of  the  legal  security 
which  leases  afforded ;  on  the  part  of  landowners,  the  wish  to  retain 
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as  lozig  SB  possible  their  responsible  tenants  ;  and,  among  the  more 
far-sighted  of  tiie  tenantry,  a  desire  to  rid  themselves  of  the  imper- 
fect ownership  which  customary  tenure  impUed.  Finally,  f anns  were 
increasing  in  size.  The  word  "  farm  "  was  itself  changing  its  mean- 
ing from  the  stipulated  rent  to  the  area  of  land  out  of  which  the 
payment  issued.  In  ibis  transition  another  meaning  of  the  word 
was  lost.  In  many  parts  of  England  at  that  time,  and  in  the  north 
of  England  down  to  the  last  century,  a  farm  meant  that  definite 
area  of  land  which  afforded  a  living  to  the  occupier  and  his  family.^ 
•  By  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century  it  had  acquired  its  modem 
sense  of  an  indefinite  area  of  land  occupied  by  one  tenant  at  oho 
rent.  Complaints  of  the  practice  of  throwing  together  a  number 
of  men's  "  livings  "  into  one  holding  in  one  man's  occupation  begin 
to  be  frequent,  and  are  directed  against  the  absorption  of  the  small 
arable  holdings  of  from  ten  to  thirty  acres.  They  occur  in  sermons, 
in  Petitions  to  the  King,  in  doggerel  verse.  The  letter  of  the  Vicar 
of  Quinton  in  Oloucestershire,  written  to  the  President  of  Magdalm 
College,  Oxford,*  at  the  close  of  the  fifteenth  century,  breathes  the 
spirit  of  the  twentieth  century.  Magdalen  College  owned  an  estate  in 
the  parish  of  Quinton,  and  the  president  hesitated  whether  the 
College  should  let  the  land  as  one  farm,  or,  as  we  should  now  say, 
let  it  in  small  holdings.  The  vicar  appeals  on  behalf  of  his  parish- 
ioners. "  Aftur  my  sympuU  reson,"  he  writes,  *'  it  is  mor  meritory 
to  support  and  succur  a  comynte  [community]  then  one  mane, 
yowre  tenan[ts]  rathere  then  a  stronge  man,  the  pore  and  the 
innocent  for  [instead  of]  a  gentylman  or  a  gentylman's  man." 

Whatever  may  have  resulted  from  the  vicar's  appeal,  circum- 
stances generally  favoured  the  multiplication  of  separate  holdings 
and  their  increase  to  a  size  which  rendered  the  employment  of 
money  as  well  as  of  labour  remunerative.  Practical  agriculturists, 
like  Fitzherbert,  urge  every  man  to  '^  change  fields  with  his  neigh- 
bour, so  that  he  may  lay  his  lands  together,"  keep  more  live-stock, 
improve  the  soil  by  their  '"  compostynge,"  and  rest  his  com  land 
when  it  becomes  impoverished.  The  long  wars  with  France  were 
over ;  the  civil  strife  between  York  and  Lancaster  was  ended ; 
the  central  govenmient  under  Henry  Vn.  was  firmly  established ; 
trade  was  beginning  to  expand  ;  population,  arrested  in  its  increase 
since  the  death  of  Edward  I.,  was  once  more  growing.    On  the 

^  The  Anoient  Farms  of  Northumberland,  by  F.  W.  Dendy  (1893),  pp.  11-19. 
*  England  in  the  FifteerUh  Century,  by  the  Rev.  W.  Denton  (1888),  p.  318. 
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y^^otiuit  hand,  land  had  depredated  m  value ;  rente  had  deolined ; 
f aiming  had  deteriorated  ;  naefcil  praotioee  had  been  disoontinned  ; 
cattie  were  dwindling  in  size  and  weight ;  the  common  paetores 
had  become  infected  with  **  mnirain  "  ;  the  arable  area  of  open- 
fielda  had  grown  lees  prodnctive,  and  withoat  manure  its  fertility 
conM  not  be  restored.  Land  was  cheap  to  buy  and  cheap  to  rent. 
Enterprising  purchasers  and  fanners  could  make  it  pay»  if  they 
reallaed  the  advantages  of  separate  occupation,  of  employing  money 
on  the  land,  of  reviving  obsolete  practices  like  marling,  and,  in 
certam  climates,  of  adopting  a  convertible  husbandry  that  adapted 
itself  to  fluctuating  needs  better  than  the  open*fleld  system,  which 
rigidly  regulated  the  cultivation  of  the  soil  and  peimanentiy  separ- 
ated arable  land  from  pasture.  The  one  obstacle  to  the  success  of 
the  new  tenant-faimer  was  the  scarcity  and  deamess  of  labour. 
But  sheep-grazing  cut  down  labour  bills,  while  legislation  checked 
tiie  natural  rise  of  wages,  and  barred  the  outlet  into  towns  against 
agricultural  labourers  and  their  sons.  Even  a  high  rate  of  wages 
often  proved  nominal  rather  than  real,  for,  under  the  Statutes  of 
Labourers,  farmers  had  the  option  of  paying  their  men  in  com  at 
the  statutory  price  of  6s.  8d.  a  quarter  when  com  teH  below  that 
price,  or  in  money  when  the  price  of  com  approached  or  exceeded 
the  statutory  figure. 

Two  contemporary  pictures  have  been  painted  of  the  lives  of 
tenant-farmers,  who  were  fathers  of  famous  sona— one  at  the 
opening,  the  other  at  the  close,  of  the  fifteenth  century.  Each 
picture  seems  to  be  more  or  less  typical  of  the  farming  class  at  the 
periods  to  which  they  belong,  dement  Paston,  at  the  beginning 
of  the  century,  lived  at  the  village  of  Paston,  near  Mundesley  in 
Norfolk.^  *^He  was,"  says  an  anonymous  writer  who  was  no 
tn&od  to  the  family,  '*  a  good  plain  husband(man),  and  lived  upon 
his  land  that  he  had  in  Paston,  and  kept  thereon  a  plough  all  times 
in  the  year,  and  sometimes  in  barlysell  two  ploughs.  The  saide 
donent  yede  (went)  at  one  plough  both  winter  and  summer,  and 
he  rode  to  mill  on  the  bare  horseback  with  his  com  under  him, 
and  brought  home  meal  agaia  under  him,  and  also  drove  his  cart 
with  divers  corns  to  Wynterton  to  sell  as  a  good  husband(man) 
ought  to  do."  He  had  at  the  most  100  or  120  acres  of  land,  some  of 
it  copyhold,  and  a  ''  Uttie  poor  water-miU."  He  married  a  bond- 
woman.   Their  son  William,  who  was  kept  at  school,  often  on 

>  Paaian  Letters,  ed.  Qaixdner,  Introduotioii,  toL  i.  pp.  28-30. 
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borrowed  money,  became  a  distrnguished  lawyer,  a  sergeant-at-law, 
in  1429  a  Judge  of  the  Common  Pleas,  and  the  founder  of  the 
Paston  family.  At  the  close  of  the  same  century,  Hugh  Latimer 
the  father  of  the  Bishop  of  Worcester,  was  a  fanner  in  Leicester- 
shire. Preaching  before  Edward  VI.,'  the  son  describes  his  father's 
circumstances.  The  elder  Latimer  rented  some  200  acres  of  arable 
land  with  rights  of  common  of  pasture,  employed  half  a  dozen  men 
on  his  farm  besides  women  servants,  ran  100  sheep,  milked  30  cows, 
owned  oxen  for  ploughing,  and  a  horse  for  riding  or  for  the  king's 
service.  He  portioned  his  daughters  with  £50  or  £60  apiece ;  and, 
besides  teaching  his  son  to  **  lay  his  body  in  the  bow,"  sent  him  to 
school  and  college.  He  was  hospitable  to  his  neighbours  and 
charitable  to  the  needy.  And  this  he  did  out  of  the  profits  of  his 
farm. 

For  wage-earning  landless  labourers,  the  last  130  years  of  the 
period  from  1200  to  1485  were  probably,  in  some  respects,  unpros- 
perous.  They  now  were  exposed  to  the  fluctuations,  not  only  of 
the  price  of  necessaries,  but  of  the  labour  market.  Tet  agricultural 
change  had  not  affected  them  wholly  for  the  worse.  The  bright 
side  was  the  bondman's  passage  towards  personal  freedom ;  the 
darkest  feature  was  his  divorce  from  the  soil.  To  some  extent  his 
severance  from  the  land  was  the  means  and  the  price  of  his  personal 
emancipation. 

The  surrender  of  the  hold  on  the  land  was,  at  this  period,  mainly 
due  to  voluntary  action  by  the  villeins  themselves ;  it  was  not 
caused  by  clearances  for  sheep  farming.  A  landlord  had  no  desire 
to  lose  them  either  as  tenants  or  as  labourers.  Their  flight  threw 
more  land  on  his  hands,  and  at  the  same  time  increased  the  scarcity 
of  labour  for  its  cultivation.  But  villeins,  whose  holdings  were 
small,  had  littie  inducement  to  retain  them,  and  much  to  gain  by 
escape.  The  sentimental  objection  to  the  tenure  had  been  deepened 
and  embittered  by  the  teaching  of  wandering  friars  and  '*  poor 
preachers."  Freedom  meant  the  rise  out  of  a  condition,  the  degra- 
dation of  which  they  had  begun  to  feel  with  a  new  acuteness.  It 
meant  also  new  possibilities.  Beyond  the  limits  of  their  own 
manor,  they  might,  as  freemen,  acquire  other  holdings,  or  join  the 
ranks  of  iree  labourers,  or  settie  behind  a  city  w4ll  and  practise 
some  handicraft.  After  the  "  Black  Death  "  the  prospect  of  employ- 
ment in  towns  was  good.    Hands  were  at  a  premium.    The  great 

1 8enn4m9  (Parker  Society),  p.  101. 
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flcacoity  of  labour  is  proved  by  the  faot  tiiat  the  severity  of  the 
Labour  Statutes  was  relaxed  in  the  case  of  immigraats  into  London, 
and,  tem])oracily,  into  Norwich.  That  the  chances  of  town  life 
were  in  themselves  sufficient  inducements  for  ffight  from  the  manor 
is  shown  by  the  willingness  of  villeins  to  surrender  their  holdings, 
and  purchase  licences  to  live  within  the  walls  of  cities.  But  very 
often  another  cause  must  have  made  the  voluntary  severance  from 
the  land  a  Hobson's  choice.  The  yield  of  arable  land  on  open- 
field  farms  was  so  small  that  farming  scarcely  provided  necessaries. 
Throughout  the  closing  years  of  the  fifteenth  century,  successive 
outbreaks  of  murrain  had  killed  numbers  of  cattle  and  sheep,  swept 
off  geese  and  poultry,  and  even  destroyed  the  bees.  If  the  results 
of  similar  outbreaks  in  the  sixteenth  century  justify  the  conclusion, 
it  may  be  supposed  that  it  was  the  live-stock  of  open-field  farmers 
which  suffered  most.  Without  stock  small  holders  or  cottagers 
found  common  rights  valueless,  and  their  few  acres  of  arable  land 
rather  a  burden  than  a  profit.  To  such  men  the  voluntary  surrender 
of  holdings,  with  or  without  fiight,  might  well  seem  the  choice  of  a 
lesser  evil.  For  a  time  they  may  have  prospered  as  labourers  for 
hire.  But  when  the  conversion  of  tillage  to  pasture  had  begun, 
their  daily  employment  and  their  harvest  earnings  were  in  peril. 
Li  such  conditions  it  must  have  been  useless,  if  not  impossible,  to 
enforce  residence  within  the  limits  of  the  manor. 

The  possibility  that  the  manor  itself  might  not  provide  work  for 
its  inhabitants  was  recognised  in  the  labour  legislation  of  the 
period.  Lidirectly  the  Labour  Statutes,  though  manifestly  not 
passed  in  the  interest  of  labourers,  aided  their  progress  towards 
freedom  of  movement  and  of  contract.  They  broke  down  the 
exclusive  right  which  lords  of  the  manor  claimed  over  the  personal 
services  of  their  manorial  dependents.  Hitherto  no  one  could 
employ  a  villein  from  another  manor  without  the  risk  that  this 
superior  claim  might  be  asserted.  Under  the  king's  proclamation 
of  1349,  the  lord's  right  is  recognised,  preferentially,  but  not 
exclusively.  He  has  the  first  claim,  not  the  only  claim,  to  the 
services.  He  may  not  employ  more  labour  than  he  absolutely 
needs.  When  his  requirements  are  satisfied,  his  villein  may,  and 
on  demand  must,  work  for  other  employers.  In  the  statutes  them* 
selves  the  same  principle  is  carried  further.  Servants  in  husbandry 
are  bound  to  appear,  tools  in  hand,  in  market  towns  to  be  publicly 
hired^  as,  five  centuries  later  in  many  parts  of  England,  they 
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frequented  the  looal  statute  fain,  or  mops— oowmen  with  the  hair 
of  oows  twisted  in  their  bntton-holes,  or  carters  and  ploughmen  with 
whip-oord  in  their  hats.  Thus  the  very  legislation  whioh  was 
designed  to  maintain  the  supply  of  rural  labour  and  oheok  migra- 
tion into  towns,  introduces  that  principle  of  freedom  of  movement 
which  is  essential  to  the  modem  relations  of  employer  and  employed. 
In  another  respect,  also,  the  Labour  Statutes  loosened  the  depend- 
ence of  bondmen  on  their  manorial  lords.  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
king's  law  courts  was  extended  till  it  invaded  the  sacred  precincts 
of  the  manor  court,  and  settled  disputes  between  the  lord  and  his 
villeins.  Wages  even  were  no  longer  to  be  fixed  as  between  a  bond- 
man and  his  feudal  lord  ;  they  were  to  be  controlled  by  Justices  of 
the  Peace  acting  as  the  king's  agents.  It  is  not  suggested  that 
the  fifteenth  century  labourer  benefited  by  a  change  which  virtually 
transferred  the  right  of  fixing  wages  to  an  association  of  employers. 
But  the  transfer  of  authority  was  a  not  unimportant  step  towards  the 
complete  collapse  of  the  manorial  organisation,  and  towaids  free 
competition  as  the  true  basis  of  money  wages. 
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CHAPTER  III. 

FARMINa  FOR   PROFIT:    PASTURE   AND   SHEEP- 

6BAZIN0.     1486-1668. 

The  paasing  of  the  Middle  Ages :  enclosures  in  the  sixteenth  and  eighteenth 
eentoriee  oompaied  ;  the  commereial  impulse  and  its  results ;  conversion 
of  tillage  to  pasture :  enclosures  and  depopulation :  legislation  against 
enclosures ;  Hteraiy  attack  on  enclosures ;  the  practical  defence  of  en- 
closures :  laiger  farms  in  separate  occupation :  loss  of  employment ; 
eoeloeojes  equitably  arranged,  or  enforced  by  tyranny ;  legal  powers  of 
landowners;  open-field  farmers  not  the  chief  sufferers  by  enclosures; 
scarcity  of  employment  and  rise  in  prices  ;  the  new  problem  of  poverty  : 
the  ranks  of  vagrants ;  the  Elisabethan  fraternity  ol  vagabonds. 


Out  of  wars  at  home  and  abroad,  and  pestQenoee  destraotive.  both 

to  man  and  beast,  emerged  one  great  agrioiiltural  change  whioh 

y  by  1486  was  practically  completed.    F§vdal  landowners,  instead  of 


ptUTBlmig  fhe  patriardEal  system  of  fanning  their  own  demesnes 
by  the  labour  services  of  their  dependents,  had  become  receivers  of 
rent.  Home-farms  and  '*  assart "  or  reclaimed  lands  were  colti- 
vated,  not  by  lords  of  the  manor  through  bailifb  and  labour-rents, 
but  by  freeholders,  leaseholders,  copyholders,  and  hired  labourers. 
Further  changes  were  close  at  hand.  With  the  dawn  of  the  Tudor 
period  began  the  general  movement  which  gradually  transformed 
England  into  a  mercantile  country.  The  amount  of  money  in 
actual  use  was  increasing ;  men  possessed  more  capital,  could  borrow 
it  more  easily,  and  lay  it  out  to  greater  advantage.  Commerce 
penneated  national  life.  Feudalism  Was  dead  or  dying,  and  trade 
was  climbing  to  its  throne.  The  Middle  Ages  were  passing  into 
modem  times. 

On  the  agricultural  side,  the  spirit  of  trading  competition  gave 
fresh  impulse  to  an  old  movement  which,  in  spite  of  a  storm  of 
protest,  continued  in  activity  throughout  the  Tudor  period,  and, 
after  a  century  and  a  half  of  silent  progress,  became  once  more  the 
centre  of  literary  controversy  before  it  triumphed  at  the  close  of 
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the  reign  of  George  lU.  That  movement  is  described  as  enclosure, 
and  it  is  generally  treated  as  necessarily  destructive  to  tne  old 
village^  Iprms.  But  the  word  includes  various  processes,  some  of 
which  rather  strengthened  than  weakened  the  open-field  system. 

N  Some  enclosures,  such  as  closes  .fox  fitock-f ceding,  intakes  from  the 
coxQiOQn  for  arable  purposes,  even  the  not  uncommon  practice  of 
fencing  portions  of  the  open-fields  for  several  occupation,  whether 
temporarily  or  permanently,  were  really  efforts  to  adapt  village 

^  fajmg  to.  changing  needs.  Another  form  of  enclosure  was  the  culti- 
vation  of  new  land  obtained  by  clearing  forests,  approviog  portions 
of  wastes,  or  draining  fens.  HereL^alao-idllags  farms  were  not 
directly  affected.  Indirectly,  indeed,  these  new  enclosures  pro- 
duced a  considerable  effect.  Much  of  the  reclaimed  land  was  tUled 
for  com  ;  thus  the  ancient  arable  soil  was  relieved  from  the  former 
necessity  of  bearing  grain  crops,  and  might  not  improbably  be  put 
to  the  use  for  which  it  was  best  adapted.    A  third  process  was  the 

"^  direct  enclosure  of  open-fields  and  pasture  commons.  This  form 
generally  appeared  in  the  neighbourhood  of  towns,  where  the 
demand  for  animal  food  and  dairy  produce  was  greatest  and  labour 
found  a  ready  market,  or  in  counties  where  some  manufacturing 
industry  prevailed  and  small  grass  holdings  made  a  less  exacting 
claim  on  the  time  of  the  handicraftsmen  tiian  tillage.  But  what- 
ever form  the  enclosure  took,  the  geniaral  drift  of  the  movement 
was  towards  individual  occupation  of  land.  It  was  therefore 
always,  and  particularly  in  the  sixteenth  and  eighteenth  centuries, 
dj^ectly  opposed  to  the  open-field  system  of  farming  in  common. 
At  both  periods  that  special  form  of  enclosure  was  prominent 
which  meant  the  break-up  of  the  mediaeval  agrarian  partnerships 
and  the  substitution  of  private  enterprise  for  the  coUective  efforts 
of  village  associations.  But  in  details  the  earlier  and  the  later 
movements  were  strongly  contrasted.  In  the  sixteenth  century, 
the  change  was  opposed  and  partially  arrested  by  legislation ;  in 
the  eighteenth  century,  it  received  from  Parliament  encouragement 
and  support.  Under  Henry  VIII.,  it  was  mainly  inspired  by  com- 
merciaLadvantsge  ;  under  George  m.,  it  was  alleged  to  be  enforced 
by  nooeooi^.    In  the  sixteenth  century  some  of  the  grass-land  was 

^  undoubtedly  used  for  grazing  beasts.  But  it  was  mainly  to  supply 
the  growing  wool  tcade  that  Tudor  husbandmen  substituted  pasture 
for  tillage,  sheep  for  com/  They  took  their  seats  on  the  wool- 
sack,  and  maidens  of  all  degrees   were  spinsters.    Hanoverian 


TUDOR  AND  HANOVERIAN  ENCLOSURES  67 

faimecB  leversed  the  process ;  they  valued  sheep  for  their  mutton 
instead  of  their  fleeces,  and  concentrated  their  energies  on  the 
production  of  bread  and  meat  for  the  teeming  populations  of 
nuuMifacLuAiug-citteer  Dearth  of  bread  was  in  Tudor  times  the 
most  effective  cry  against  enclosures ;  under  George  m.  it  was 
the  unanswerable  plea  for  their  extension.  At  the  opening  of  the 
sixteenth  century,  enclosure  did  not  always jnean  jinpmxfid  farm- 
ing; the  conversion  of  arable  land  into. inferior  sh^ep-walk  was 
raAer  retrogression  than  progress.  At  the  close  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  it  at  JeaffLmeant  the  0{^rtunity  for  advance  and  for  the 
introduction  of  better  practices.  To  some  extent,  indeed,  the 
different  developments  of  the  two  movements  measure  the  improve- 
ments in  the  methods  and  the  increase  in  the  resources  of  Hanoverian 
farmers.  The  Tudor  husbandman  might  devote  himself  exclusively 
to  the  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  branches  of  farming  ;  but  he  had 
not  mastered  the  secret  of  their  union.  If  he  changed  from  tillage 
to  pastare,  he  did  so  completely.  He  could  not,  like  his  successor, 
combine  the  two,  and  by  the  introduction  of  new  crops,  at  once 
grow  more  com  and  carry  more  stock. 

Agriculturally,  the  period  which  opens  with  the  Battle  of  Bos- 
worth  and  ends  with  the  early  years  of  Elizabeth  is  one  of  transition 
towazds  the  modem  spirit  and  forms  of  land  cultivation.  Like  all 
tranaJtioQ  pedods,  it  is  full  of. suffering  for  those  who  were  least 
able  to  adapt  themselveeJx)  aUfired.canditiions.  The  ruin  of  noble 
faini]ie6  by  the  Wars  of  the  Roses,  the  lavish  expenditure  which 
Henry  VJLLL.  made  fashionable,  the  rise  in  prices,  and  the  difficulty 
of  raising  rents,  compelled  many  *'  unthrifty  gentlemen  "  to  sell 
their  estates.  The  break-up  of  landed  properties  and  their  passage 
into  new  hands  favoured  the  introduction  of  the  commercial  impulse. 
The  landholders  whose  "'  unreasonable  covetousness "  is  most 
loudly  condemned  were  mainly  speculators  in  land,  men  who  had 
made  money  in  business,  had  capital  to  invest,  could  afford  the 
expense  of  enclosures,  and  were  determined  to  make  their  estates 
pay.  Such  were  '"  the  Merchant  Adventurers,  Clothmakers,  Gold- 
smiths, Butchers,  Tanners,  and  other  Artificers,"  ^ — ''  the  merchants 
of  London"  who  '^bie  fermes  out  of  the  handes  of  worshypfull  gentle- 
men, honeste  yeomen,  and  pore  laborynge  husbandes."'    Translated 

1  Petition  to  Henry  VIII.  (1614),  quoted  by  F.  J.  Fumivall  in  BaUads 
frtrni  M88.,  p.  101  (Pablioations  of  the  Ballad  Sooiety,  voL  i.). 

'Thomas  Lever's  Sermons  (1550) ;  Arbor's  Reprinte,  p.  29. 
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\  into  the  language  of  to-day,  the  old  landloids  had  been  satiafied 
to  draw  from  their  estates  certain  advantages  and  a  low  percentage 
of  profit ;  the  new  men  required  at  the  least  a  four  per  cent,  return 
in  money  on  their  investments.  Feudal  barons  had  partly  valued 
their  land  for  the  number  of  men-at-arms  it  furnished  to  their 
banners ;  Tudor  landowners  appraised  its  worth  by  the  amount  of 
rent  it  paid  into  their  coffers.  Mediaeval  husbandmen  had  been 
content  to  extract  from  the  soil  the  food  which  they  needed  for 
thenuselves  and  their  families.  Tudor  farmers  despised  self- 
sufficing  agriculture ;  they  aspired  to  be  sellers  and  not  consumers 
only,  to  raise  from  their  land  profits  as  well  as  food.  As  trade 
expanded,  and  towns  grew,  and  English  wool  made  its  way  into 
continental  cities,  or  was  woven  into  cloth  by  English  weavers, 
new  markets  were  created  for  agricultural  produce.  Fresh  in- 
centives stimulated  individual  enterprise,  and  both  landlords  and 
tenants  learned  to  look  on  the  land  they  respectively  owned  or 
cultivated  as  a  commercial  asset. 

Among  the  results  of  this  conquest  of  agriculture  by  the  new 
spirit  of  commercial  competition  three  may  be  noticed — ^firstly, 

.  the  clearer  recognition  of  the  advantages  of  f arQis  held  in  individual 
occupation,   large  enough  to  make  the  employment  of  capital 

^  remunerative ;  secondly,  the  substitution  of  pasture  f oir  tillage, 
of  sheep  for  com,  of  wool  for  meat ;  thirdly,  the  attack  upon  the 
old  agrarian  partnerships  in  which  lords  of  the  manor,  parsons, 
freeholders,  leaseholding  farmers,  copyholders,  and  cottagers  had 
hitherto  associated  to  supply  the  wants  of  each  village.  Legisla* 
tion  failed  to  prevent  a  movement  which  harmonised  and  syn- 
chronised with  the  progressive  development  of  the  nation  on 
commercial  lines.  But  in  its  earlier  stages,  the  consequences  to 
the  rural  population  were  serious.  Many  tenants  lost  their  hold- 
ings, many  wage-earning  labourers  their  employment,  when  land- 
lords ^*  turned  graziers,"  and  farmers  cut  down  their  labour-bills 
by  converting  tillage  into  pasture.  It  is  impossible  to  doubt  the 
reality  of  the  distress.  From  1487  onwards,  literature,  pamphlets, 
doggerel  ballads,  sermons,  liturgies,  petitions,  preambles  to  statutes. 
Commissions  of  Enquiry,  Acts  of  Parliament,  bear  witness  to  a 
considerable  depopulation  of  country  districts.  In  the  numerous 
insurrections,  which  marked  the  sixteenth  century  and  the  early 
years  of  the  reign  of  James  I.,  rural  distress  undoubtedly  con- 
tributed its  share.    But  zealous  advocates  of  Roman  Catholicism 
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found  it  iisefal  to  aUy  agrarian  diaooatent  with  idigioiis  reaotion, 
and  men  like  Ptoteotor  Someonet  thought  it  politio  to  attribute 
anti-Protestant  risings  entirely  to  agrioultiiral  causes. 

There  was  no  novelty  in  the  withdzttwal-ef  demesne  lands  irom 
t^  open-field  farm  and  their  partition  into  individual  oooupations  ; 
or  in  fencing  o£E  portions  of  the  home-farm  and  of  the  reclaimed 
*'  assart "  lands  as  separate  plots ;  or  in  the  appropriation  of  parts 
of  the  commonable  waste  for  private  use ;  or  in  the  encouragement 
given  to  partners  in  the  village  association  to  throw  their  scattered 
strips  together  into  one  compact  holding.  Each  of  these  processes 
had  been  for  many  years  in  progress;  each  had  necessitated 
endosnres ;  none  had  required  the  decay  of  farm-houses  and 
cottages,  loss  of  employment^  eviction  of  tenants,  or  rural  depopula- 
tion. But  from  the  Tudor  enclosing  movement  these  consequences 
did  necessarily  result,  because  its  objects  were  the^  promotion  of 
sheep-farxping»  the  conversion  of  tillage  into  pasture,  the  con- 
solidation and  enlargement  of  grass  holdings.  If  farmers  had  not 
yet  at  Itafr  dbspd&S.  ihe  means  of  realising  the  full  truth  of  the 
maxim  that  "  the  foot  of  the  sheep  turns  sand  into  gold/'  the  new 
commeotcial  aristocracy  were  quick  to  see  that  money  was  to  be 
made,  or  at  least  to  be  saved,  by  the  growth  of  wooL  It  is  true 
that  down  to  1540  the  prices  of  wool  remained  low ;  but  some  at 
least  of  the  grass  was  taken  up  by  the  grasiers,  and  the  saving  in 
labour  effected  by  pasture  farming  was  great.  Sheep  could  not  be 
herded  with  success  on  open  commons,  still  less  on  the  arable  lands 
of  village  farms,  and  small  holdings  were  incompatible  with  large 
flocks.  It  was  these  new  elements  which  upset  the  calculations  of 
agriculturists  like  Filasherbert  (1523),  or  Cardinal  Pole  ^  in  Starkey's 
Dialogue  (1536),  or  Tnsser  (1557),  or  Standish  (1611),  who  hoped 
that  the  economic  advantages  of  endosore  might  be  secured  without 
the  soeial  loss  which  the  conversion  of  large  tracts  of  arable  land 
into  wide  pasturo  farms  inflicted  on  the  rural  population. 

If  evidence  which  is  rarely  impartial  may  be  implicitly  trusted, 
tracts  of  cultivated  land  were  converted  into  wilder- 
traversed  only  by  shepherds  and  their  dogs ;  roofless 
granges  and  half-mined  churohes  alone  marked  the  sites  of  former 
hamlets ;    the  "  deserted  village  "  was  a  reality  of  the  sixteenth 

^  In  the  Dialogiie  betweea  Oaidinal  Pole  snd  Thomas  Lopsei,  Pole  def endB 
flnelosuiee  far  pasture  on  the  plea  that  oattle,  aa  well  aa  eom,  were  neoeaBaiy 
for  humao  food  (Bh^tcmd  in  the  Beign  of  Henry  VIII,,  ed.  J.  IL  Cowper, 
B.B.X.S.,  extm  aeries  xzxii.  1878). 
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oentniy.  Already  umous  for  the  mainteoanoe  of  the  national 
supply  of  com,  men  began  to  be  alarmed  at  another  result  of  the 
movement  which  became  increasingly  prominent.  John  Rous^ 
(1411-91),  chantry  priest  of  Guy's  diffe  and  Warwickshire  antiquary, 
^  was  the  first  to  protest  against  the  decay  of  population  caused  in 
the  midland  counties  by  enclosures  for  pasture  farming.  To  this 
rural  exodus  the  attention  of  Parliament  had  been  cidled  by  the 
Lord  Chancellor  in  the  first  year  of  Richard  lU.  (1484).  Francis 
Bacon,  writing  of  the  opening  years  of  the  reign  of  Henry  Vn., 
says :  '  ''  Inclosures  at  that  time  began  to  be  more  frequent, 
whereby  arable  land,  which  could  not  be  manured  without  people 
and  families,  was  turned  into  pasture  which  was  easily  rid  by  a 
few  herdsmen ;  and  tenances  for  years,  lives,  and  at  wiU,  whereupon 
much  of  the  yeomanry  lived,  were  turned  into  demesnes.  This 
bred  a  decay  of  people."  So  formidable  did  the  danger  begin  to 
appear,  that  in  1489  two^Acts  of  Parliamentwere  passed  for  its 
J-  prevention.  The  first  Act  was  local,  dealing  with  the  effects  of 
i  enclosures  in  the  Isle  of  Wight  from  the  point  of  view  of  national 
defence ;  the  second  is  general,  directed  *'  against  the  pulling  down 
of  tonnes  "  (ft.e.  townships  or  villages).  These  Acts  were  the  pre* 
cursors  of  many  others  throughout  the  sixteenth  century,*  for- 
bidding the  conversion  of  arable  land  into  pasture,  ordering  newly 
laid  pasture  to  be  restored  to  tillage,  directing  enclosures  to  be 
thrown  down,  requiring  decayed  houses  to  be  rebuilt,  limiting  the 
number  of  sheep  and  of  farms  which  could  legally  be  held  by  one 
man,  and  imposing  severe  penalties  for  disobedience  to  the  new 
provisions. 

V  No  favour  was  shown  by  Parliament  to  endosers,  except  perhaps 
in  the  case  of  deer-parks.  On  the  contrary,  strenuous  efforts  were 
repeatedly  made  to  stop  the  process  of  enclosure.  Nor  was  the 
(Government  satisfied  with  passing  laws  and  imposing  penalties. 
Wolsey  personally  interested  himself  in  enforcing  obedience  to  the 
laws  against  the  decay  of  houses  and  farm-buildiogs  and  against 

1  KitU^na  Regum  Angliae^  ed.  1746,  pp.  116-24.  But  Thomas  Heame  was 
not  always  a  reliable  editor. 

*  History  of  King  Henry  the  Seventh  {Works,  ed.  Speddisg,  voL  vi.  pp. 
93-4). 

*  E,g,  1480  (4  Hen.  Vn.  oo.  16,  10) ;  1514  (6  Hen.  VHI.  c.  5) ;  1516  (7  Hen. 
Vni.  0.  1) ;  1533-4  (25  Hen.  VHI.  c.  13) ;  1635-6  (27  Hen.  VHI.  o.  22) ; 
1551-2  (6  and  6  Ed.  VI.  c.  5) ;  1555  (2  and  3  PhiL  and  Mary,  o.  2) ;  1562-3 
(6  Eliz.  0.  2) ;  1603  (35  Elis.  c.  1,  repealing  part  of  5  Eliz.  o.  2) ;  1507-8  (30 
Eliz.  o.  1) ;   1601  (43  E«lis.  o.  0) ;  in  1624  the  enolosure  laws  were  repealed. 
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the  oonversion  of  arable  land  to  pasture.    Active  stepe  were  taken 
to  see  that  buildings  were  restored  and  enclosures  and  ditches 
levelled.     In   default,   heavy   penalties   were   exacted.    A   Com- 
mission was  appointed  in  1517,^  which  enquired  into  all  cases  where 
farm-houses  had  been  destroyed  since  1485,  or  where  ploughs  had 
been   put  down  by  the  increase  of  pasture  farming.     Similar 
enquiries  were  held  in  1648,  1566,  and  1607.    No  doubt  these 
strenuous  efforts  checked  the  movement.    But  they  failed  to  stop 
it  altogether.    In  this  respect  they  succeeded  no  better  in  encourag- 
ing tillage  than  the  quaint  pedantry  of  the  law,  which  gave  arable 
land  precedence  over  other  land,  or  conferred  on  beasts  of  the 
plough  privil^es  that  were  denied  to  other  animals.    The  new 
legislation  seems  to  have  been  satisfied,  or  evaded,  without  serious 
difficulty;  partly,  because  comjKtsitions  for  breaches  of  its  provisions 
might  be  paid  or  exemptions  purchased;  partly,  no  doubt,  because 
tiie  administration  of  the  law  was  often  entrusted  to  those  who 
w^fire  interested  in  making  it  a  dead  letter.     The  destruction  of 
farm  buildings  was  forbidden ;  but  it  was  easy  to  keep  within  the 
statute  by  retaining  a  single  room  for  the  shepherd  or  the  milk- 
maid ;   a  solitary  furrow  driven  across  newly  laid  pasture  satisfied 
the  law  that  it  should  be  restored  to  tillage ;  the  number  of  sheep 
to  be  owned  by  one  man  was  limited,  but  the  ownership  of  flocks 
might  be  fathered  on  sons  or  servants.    Down  to  the  middle  of 
the  reign  of  Elizabeth  the  enclosing  and  grazing  movement  con- 
tinued.   At  subsequent  intervals  it  renewed  its  special  activity 
throughout  the  seventeenth  century,  when  dairying  began  to  claim 
a  larger  share  of  the  attention  of  farmers.    It  was  restrained  or 
encouraged  rather  by  natural  causes  than  by  legislation.    Fluctua- 
tions in  the  prices  of  wool  or  com,  the  increased  profits  of  improved 
methods  of  arable  farming,  and  the  restoration  of  the  fertility  of 
the  ancient  tilled  land,  which  was  brought  back  to  the  plough 
after  an  enforced  rest  from  excessive  cropping,  gradually  restored 
the  preponderance  of  tillage  over  pasture. 
H    The  grievances  of  the  rural  population  are  to  be  gathered  not  only 
from  le^gslation>  proclamations,  petitions,  articles  of  complaint,  the 
Returns  of  Commissioners,  or  the  records  of  the  law  courts.    They 
N'ire  also  writt^i  large  in  More's  Utopia,  and  in  much  of  the  ephemeral 
literature  of  the  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  centuries.    The  cry  of 
the'people  is  heard,  often  in  exaggerated  tones,  in  the  sermons  of 

>  The  Domesday  of  Inehmns  (1617-S),  by  I.  S.  Leadam,  2  vols.  1897. 
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popular  pieaoheis  like  Tyndale,  Beoon,  and  Latimer,  in  the  pam* 
pHletif'Of  such  ^ters  as  Simon  Fiah,  Henry  Biinklow,  or  Philip 
Stubbes,  or  in  the  rhymes  of  versifiers  like  ''  Sir  "  William  Forrest, 
Robert  Crowley,  and  Thomas*  Bastard,  or  in  such  anonymous 
ballads  as  **  Nowe-a-dayes  "  :  ^ 

'*  The  townee  go  down,  the  land  deosyee ; 
Off  comefeyldee,  playne  layee  (graas-land) ; 
Gret  men  mskithe  now  a  dayes 
A  shepecott  in  the  church. 

•  ••••• 

Commons  to  dose  and  kepe; 
Poor  folk  for  bred  to  cry  and  wepe; 
Towns  palled  downe  to  pastiir  shepe ; 
This  ys  the  new  gyse !  '* 

Throughout  the  burden  is  the  same — enclosure  of  commons,  con- 
version of  plough-land  into  pasture,  sheep-farming,  excessive  rents, 
exorbitant  fines,  consolidation  of  small  holdings  into  large  farms, 
decay  of  houses  and  farm-buildings,  formation  of  deer-parks,  and, 
more  rarely,  enclosure  of  open-field  arable  farms.  Here  are  to  be 
found  fierce  denunciations  of  the  "  caterpillars  of  the  common- 
weal," ■  who  "  join  lordship  to  lordship,  manor  to  manor,  farm  to 
farm,  land  to  land,  pasture  to  pasture,"  and  gather  many  thousands 
of  acres  of  ground  "  together  within  one  pale  or  hedge  "  ;  or  of  the 
unchristian  landlords,  who  ''  rack  and  stretch  out  the  rents  of 
their  lands,"  taking  "  unreasonable  fines,"  "  setting  their  pore 
tenants  so  straitely  uppon  the  tenter  hookes  as  no  man  can  lyve 
on  them  "  ;  •  or  of  the  insatiable  "  cormorants  "  who  "  let  two  or 
three  tenantries  unto  one  man,"  "  take  in  their  commons  "  till  not 
so  much  as  a  garden  ground  is  safe,  and  make  "  parks  or  pastures 
of  whole  parishes  "  ;  *  or  of  the  "  unreasonable  covitous  persones 
whiche  doth  encroche  daily  many  fPermes  more  than  they  can  be 
able  to  occupye  or  mainteyne  with  tilth  for  come  as  hath  been  used 
in  tymes  past,  forasmoche  as  divers  of  them  hath  obteyned  and 
encroched  into  their  handes,  X,  XII,  XIV,  or  XVI  fermes  in  oon 
mannes  hand  attons  "  ;*  or  of  the  "  ambicious  suttletie  "  of  those 

1  "  Nowe-a-dayes/*  Ballads  from  M88,,  ed.  F.  J.  FomivaU  (Publications  of 
the  Ballad  Society,  vol.  i.  p.  97,  1868). 

*  Thomas  Beoon,  Jewel  of  Joy  (Parker  Society,  Becon's  Works,  p.  432). 

"Philip  Stubbes,  Anatomy  of  Abuses  (1683),  (New  Shakespeare  Society, 
p.  116). 

«  William  Tyndale,  Doctrinal  Treaiises  (Parker  Society,  p.  201). 

*  PeHHon  to  Henry  VIII.,  quoted  in  Ballads  from  MS8.,  voL  i.  p.  101. 


cc 


OONBEHNATION  OF  ENCLOSURES  63 

who  Hiake  "od6  feanne  of  two  or  three/'  and  even  sometimes 
bxjnge  VI  to  one  " ;  or  of  the  greed  of  "  step-lords,"  like  the 
lioh  franklings/'  ^  who 

"  Oooupyinge  a  doseii  men's  Ijrvyngis 
Take  all  in  their  owne  hondes  alone.*' 

Nor  do  the  innocent  caoses  of  mnoh  of  the  trouble  escape  attack ; 
sheep  ^*  that  were  wont  to  be  so  myke  and  tame,  and  so  smal  eaters, 
now,  as  I  heaie  saie,  be  become  so  greate  devowerers,  and  so  wylde, 
that  they  eate  up  and  swallow  down  the  very  men  themselfes,"  ' 
drive  **  husbandry "  out  of  the  country,  and  thrust  "  Christian 
labourers  "  off  the  land. 

"  Sheepe  have  eate  up  our  medows  and  our  downee, 
Our  oome,  our  wood,  whole  villages  and  townes ; 
Yea,  th^  have  eate  up  many  wealthy  men, 
Beeidee  widowes  and  orphane  childeren ; 
Beeidee  our  statutes  and  our  Iron  Lawes, 
Which  they  have  swaUowed  down  into  their  maws  : — 
Till  now  I  thought  the  proverbe  did  but  jest. 
Which  said  a  blacks  sheepe  was  a  biting  beast.**  ^ 

Enclosers  were  condemned  by  preachers  as  ''  guilty  before  Grod  of 
the  sin  in  the  text — '  they  have  sold  the  righteous  for  silver  and  the 
poor  for  a  pair  of  shoes.'  "  A  playwright  like  Massinger  did  not 
draw  entirely  on  his  imagination,  but  expressed  the  feeling  of  the 
day  when  he  painted  his  portrait  of  a  Sir  Giles  Overreach,  insensible 
to  pity  for  lus  victims  and  justly  called  : 

"Extortioner,  Tyrant,  Ck>rmorant,  or  Intruder 
On  my  poor  neighbour's  right,  or  grand  Inoloser 
Of  what  was  oonmion  to  my  private  use.**  * 

In  the  passion  for  sheep  and  hedges,  which  changed  ''  merrie 
England "  into  '*  sighing  or  sorrowful  England,"  men  saw  the 
fulfilment  of  the  prophecy  "  Home  and  Thome  shall  make  England 
forlome."  ^  Superstitions  enforced  the  popular  judgment,  and 
legend  doomed  *'  emparkers,"  like  Sir  John  Townley,  to  haunt  the 
solitudes  they  had  created,  uttering  bitter  cries  of  unavailing 
remorse. 

i*'Rede  me  and   be  nott  Wrothe.**     By  William  Roy  (1627),  Arber*8 
ReprintB,  2S. 

*  More*fl  Utopia f  bk.  i.  (Ralph  Robynson's  Translation),  ed.  Lupton,  p.  51. 
'Ba0tard*s  Ghruioleros  (1698),  bk.  iv.  Epigram  20. 

*  A  New  Way  to  pay  Old  Debts,  Act.  iv.  Sc.  1. 

*  Francis  Trigge,  Humble  Petition  of  Two  Sisters :  the  Church  and  the  Com- 
mmmoettUh  (1604). 
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It  was  easy  for  popular  preachers  and  pamphleteers  to  ezoite 
popular  passion  against  the  '*  greedy  gulls "  and  *'  insatiable 
cormorants/'  who  advocated  and  practised  enclosures,  and  to 
denounce  the  agricultural  tendencies  of  Tudor  times  as  solely 
guided  by  selfish  greed.  But  there  are  practical  and  broader  sides 
to  the  question.  Whenjpnce  land  was  xegaxded  as  an  important 
asset  in  the  wealth  of  the  q^Uqiju  national  interests  demmded  that 
it  should  be  utilised  to  the  greatest  possible  advantage.  Without 
enclosures,  the  soil  could  not  be  used  for  the  purpose  to  which  it 
was  best  adapted^  or  its  resources  fuUy  developed.  If  money  was 
to  be  made  out  of  land,  or  if  its  full  productive  power  was  to  be 
realised,  it  was  individual  enterprise  alone  that  could  make  or 

.  realise  either.  Under  the  open-field  system  one  man's  idleness 
might  cripple  the  industry  of  twenty :  only  on  enclosed  farms, 
separately  occupied,  could  men  secure  the  full  fruit  of  their  enter* 
prise.  This  fact  had  slowly  revealed  itself  during  the  last  two 
centuries.  To  exchange  intermixed  lands,  to  consolidate  compact 
holdings,  and  fence  them  off  in  separate  occupation,  had  long  been 
the  aim  both  of  landlords  and  tenant-farmers.     Few  practical 

.  men  would  have  disputed  the  truth  of  Fuller's  statement :  '*  The 
poor  man  who  is  monarch  of  but  one  enclosed  acre  will  receive 
more  profit  from  it  than  from  his  share  of  many  acres  in  common 
with  others." 

Tudor  agriculturists  went  further  in  their  zeal  for  fanning  pro- 
gress. They  saw  that  a  small  enclosed  plot  of  15  acres  could  be 
used  with  less  advantage  than  a  large  enclosure  of  150  acres  which 
enabled  the  tenant  to  invest  money  in  the  land,  carry  more  stock, 
provide  his  cattie  with  more  winter  food,  and,  if  the  climate  per- 
mitted, adopt  convertible  husbandry.  This  was  recognised  both 
by  landown^s  and  farmers  of  the  progressive  school,  and  the 
increased  size  even  of  arable  farms  continues  to  be  a  feature  in 
sixteenth  century  changes.  For  successful  sheep-faiming,  a  large 
stretch  of  land,  held  in  individual  occupation,  was  still  more 
essential.    From  this  point  of  view  the  untilled  common  wastes 

V  were  unprofitable.  Whether  land  was  enclosed  for  tillage  or  as  sheep 
runs,  its  productiveness  was  increased  by  enclosure.  Finally,  the 
natural  fertility  of  arable  land  on  open  unenclosed  farms  was 
becoming  exhausted.  The  system  was  one  of  taking  much  firom 
the  land  and  putting  little  back.    The  soil,  lightiy  ploughed,  seldom 

i    manured,  often  foul,  was  in  some  districts  worn-out.    From  1349 
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to  1485,  that  is,  from  the  Black  Death  to  the  Battle  of  Bosworth, 
its  yield  had  declined ;  its  farming  had  deteriorated.  Fitzherbert, 
wiiting  in  the  first  quarter  of  the  sixteenth  century,  notes  that 
useful  agrionltoral  practices  had  in  many  parts  become  obsolete, 
that  crops  were  smaUer,  and  methods  of  husbandry  more  slovenly. 
The  fall  in  rentals  had  been  general.  But  it  was  on  demesne  lands, 
or  on  enclosed  farms,  that  the  faU  in  rents  had  been  least.  These 
were  the  lands  which  were  in  the  best  condition,  because  on  them 
most  manure  had  been  expended.  Open-field  farmers  commanded 
little  or  no  manure  for  their  arable  land,  and  were  practically 
dependent  on  sheep  for  fertilising  the  soil.  Yet  in  winter, 
animals,  reduced  to  the  lowest  possible  number,  barely  sur- 
vived  on  straw  and  tree-loppings.  The  miserable  condition  of 
live-stock  on  open-field  farms  and  commons  exposed  the  sheep  to 
the  scab  and  the  rot,  and  the  cattle  to  the  murrain.  It  was  no 
nncommon  spectacle  to  see  the  head  of  an  ox  impaled  on  a  stake 
by  the  highway,  as  a  warning  that  the  township  was  infected. 

Agriculturists  might  with  good  reason  plead  that  the  changes 
whiSEfQiey  aHvocated  were  justified,  if  not  necessitated,  by  the 
progress  of  farming.  They  hoped  that  even  open-field  farmers 
y  might  themselves  recognise  the  advantages  of  enclosure,  and  would 
agree  to  consolidate  their  intermixed  holdings  and  extinguish  their 
reciprocal  ri^ts  of  common.  Fitzherbert  in  his  Book  of  HuAandry 
argues  strongly  in  favour  of  enclosures,  and  especially  insists  on 
their  advantages  in  keeping  live-stock,  which,  he  says,  thrive  best 
and  cost  least  on  enclosed  land.  If  a  farmer  has  only  a  twenty 
years'  lease  of  his  land,  it  will  pay  him  to  go  to  the  expense  of 
fencing  off  his  land  in  separate  parcels  with  hedges  and  ditches. 
Common-field  farmers  have  to  pay  2d.  a  quarter  for  each  head  of 
cattle,  and  Id.  a  quarter  for  each  head  of  swiae,  under  the  care  of 
the  common  herdsman  and  swineherd.  If  they  wish  to  thrive, 
each  must  keep  a  shepherd  of  his  own.  The  hire  of  the  herdsman 
and  the  swineherd,  together  with  the  wages  and  board  of  the 
shepherd,  and  the  cost  of  hurdles  and  stakes  put  together,  double 
the  rent.  If  a  farmer  encloses,  he  may  have  to  pay  three  times 
this  annnal  cost  in  one  year ;  but  he  has  no  further  expense. 
"  Than  hathe  he  euery  fyelde  in  seueraltie :  and  by  the  assente 
of  the  lordee  and  the  tenauntes  euery  neyghbour  may  exchaunge 
kndee  with  other.    And  than  shall  his  farme  be  twyse  so  good  in 

proffite  to  the  tenaunte  as  it  was  before,  and  as  muche  lande  kepte 

s 
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in  tyllage,  and  than  shall  not  the  ryche  man  ouer-eate  the  poore 
man  with  bis  cattell,  and  the  fourth  parte  of  haye  and  strawe  shall 
seme  his  oattell  better  in  a  pasture  than  f oure  tymes  so  muche 
will  dooe  in  a  house,  and  less  attendaunoe,  and  better  the  oattell 
shall  lyke,  and  it  is  the  chiefest  sauegarde  for  come  bothe  daye 
and  nyght  that  may  be."  To  the  same  effect  wrote  Tusser  in  the 
comparison  between  *'  champion  "  (or  open-field)  "  and  severall  *' 
(or  enclosed)  in  his  Five  Hundreth  Oood  Paintea  of  Good  Huebandrit 
(1673). 

"More  profit  is  quieter  found, 

(Where  pastures  in  several!  bee); 
Of  one  seeiie  aker  of  ground 

Than  champion  maketh  of  three. 
.  •  .  .  • 

The  t'one  is  commended  for  grain. 

Yet  bread  made  of  beanes  thejr  doo  eate ; 
The  t'other  for  one  loafe  have  twaine 

Of  mastlin,  of  rie,  or  of  wheate.*' 

4  But  the  agriculturists  did  not  anticipate  that  one  shepherd*  with 
his  dog,  his  crook,  shears,  and  tar-box,  might  take  the  place  of 
mahjr  ploughmen.  They  had  not  reckoned  on  the  strength  of  the 
new  commercial  spirit,  and  of  the  impulse  which  it  gave  to  large 
grazing  farms.  The  area  of  land  actually  returned  as  enclosed  and 
converted  to  pasture  was  relatively  small.  It  has  been  calculated 
that,  during  a  period  of  nearly  two  centuries, — ^that  is,  from  1455 
to  1637, — the  total  acreage  enclosed  and  converted  did  not  exceed 
750,000  acres,  and  that  the  total  number  of  persons  thrown  out  of 
work  was  not  greater  than  35,000.^  At  tike  present  day,  four 
million  acres  of  arable  land  may  in  fifteen  years  be  converted  into 
pasture  without  calling  the  serious  attention  of  a  single  statesman 

^  Mr.  Gay's  estimate  of  the  total  area  affected  between  the  yeaxs  1406  and 
1607  is  616,673  acres  ('* Inclosures  in  England'*  in  Quarterly  Journal  of 
Economics,  voL  xvii.  pp.  676-97).  He  admits  that  this  is  probably  em  under- 
estimate. The  figure  given  in  the  text  is  the  calculation  mcuie  by  the  Rev. 
A.  H.  Johnson  in  The  Disappearance  of  the  Small  Landowner  (1909),  pp.  48, 68. 

On  the  other  hand,  a  contemporary  writer  {Certayne  causes  gathered 
together.  Four  Supplications,  E.E.T.S.  extra  series  xiii.,pp.  101-2)  estimates  that 
at  that  time  (1661)  60,000  ploughs  had  been  put  down,  emd  that  each  plough 
not  only  maintained  six  persons,  but  provided  food  in  addition  for  7(  persons. 
In  other  words,  upwards  of  660,000  persons  lost  their  means  of  support.  This 
is  an  obvious  exaggeration. 

More  than  two-thirds  of  the  area  aftected  lay  in  the  Midland  counties 
(**  in  umbelico  regni,"  as  Rous  writes),  Bnd  especially  ia  Northamptonshire, 
Oxfordshire,  Bucks,  Warwick,  Berkshire,  Leicestershire,  Bedfordshire,  and 
Huntingdonshire.  The  northern  and  southern  counties  were  almost  untouched. 
In  the  west,  Gloucestershire,  and  in  the  east,  Norfolk,  were  the  only  districts 
seriously  affected. 
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to  the  coDfleqaeEit  loss  of  employment  and  rural  depopulation.    But 

small  though  the  aoreage  may  have  been,  it  was  considerable  in 

proportion  to  the  cultivated  area,  and  the  suffering  was  undeniably 

/great.    The  distress  was  a«Dp»vated  by  the  disbanding  of  the  great 

retinues  which  had  been  mwitained  in  ieodal  iMynseholds,  and  by 

Ae  consequent  disturbance  of  the  labour  market.    It  was  still 

more  intensified  by.  -the  jamspreii^BlQm  .q£  the  nionasteries  (1636-42). 

Not  only  were  a  very  large  number  of  dependents  deprived  of  their 

livelihood,  but  enclosures  on  the  old  eoclesiastioal  estates  were 

carried  out  with  peculiar  harshness.    The  new  owners  among  whom 

the  monastic  lands  were  distributed,  bound  by  no  sentimental  tie 

to  the  existing  tenants,  claimed  that  the  royal  grant  annulled  all 

titles  derived  from  the  previous  owners,  entered  on  their  possessions 

as  though  they  were  vacant  of  leaseholders  or  copyholders,  and 

enclosed  the  land  for  sheep-runs.    The  doggerel  ballad,   ^'  Vox 

Populi,  Vox  Dei "  (1649),^  laments  the  consequences  of  the  change 

of  ownership : 

"  We  have  shut  away  aU  oloisten, 
But  still  we  keep  eztortionen : 
We  have  taken  their  lands  for  their  abuBe, 
But  we  have  converted  them  to  a  worse  use," 

Voluntary  agreements  for  the  valuation  and  commutation  of 
rights  of  common  were  often  entered  into  between  tenants  and 
landowners,  and  bargains  were  struck  on  equitable  terms.  Instances 
like  that  given  in  the  f ollowiag  extract  from  Kennet's  Parochial 
AntiquUiea  '  might  be  indefinitely  multiplied  :  *'  The  said  Edmund 
Bede,  Esquire  granted  and  confirmed  to  Thomas  Billyngdon  one  close 
in  Adyngrave,  in  consideration  whereof  the  said  Thomas  Billyngdon 
quitted  and  resigned  his  right  to  the  free  pasturage  of  four  oxen  to 
feed  with  tiie  cattle  of  the  said  Edmund  Bede  and  aU  right  to  any 
common  in  the  said  pasture  or  inlandys  of  the  said  Edmund.*' 
Here  in  1437  was  the  principle  of  commutation  of  rights  of  common 
accepted  and  enforced  by  private  contract.  In  other  cases  a 
semblance  of  agreement  may  have  been  secured  by  threats.  But 
justice  was  not  always  perverted  in  the  interests  of  landlords. 
Attempted  acts  of  oppression  were  frequently  checked  by  the 
courts  of  law.  As  an  instance  may  be  quoted  the  proposed  en- 
closure  of  the  common-fields  at  Welcombe,  near  Stratford-on- 

^  BdOada  frofn  M88.  U.  538-41.  The  spelling  is  modernized*  (Publication 
of  the  Ballad  Society,  voL  i.  p.  139.) 

«VoL  n.  324. 
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Avon.^  The  example  is  the  more  interesting  because  it  reveals  one 
of  the  rare  appearances  of  William  Shakespeare  in  public  life.  In 
1614  William  Oombe,  of  Stratford-on-Avon,  the  Crown  tenant  of 
the  "  College,"  wished  to  withdraw  his  arable  land  from  the  open- 
field  farm  of  Welcombe,  enclose  it,  and  lay  it  down  to  pasture.  He 
also  wished  to  enclose  so  much  of  the  ancient  greensward  or  pasture 
as  his  rights  of  pasturage  represented.  To  his  scheme  he  had 
obtained  the  consent  of  Lord  Chancellor  EUesmere,  as  representative 
of  the  Crown,  and  the  active  co-operation  of  the  Chancellor's 
steward.  Shakespeare,  however,  was  in  a  position  to  be  a  formidable 
opponent,  for  he  not  only  owned  land  adjoining,  but  also  held  the 
unexpired  term  of  a  lease  of  half  the  tithes  of  the  open-fields.  But 
a  deed,  dated  October  28,  1614,  secured  him  from  any  loss  of  tithe 
through  the  conversion  of  tillage  into  pasture,  and  his  consent  to 
the  enclosure  was  obtained.  Combe  had  now  only  to  deal  with 
the  Corporation  of  Stratford,  who  offered  a  strenuous  resistance. 
Strong  language  did  not  move  them  ;  in  the  Corporation  MS.  the 
witnesses  are  duly  noted  who  heard  him  call  them  "  Purtan  knaves," 
*'  doggs  and  curres."  Tempting  offers  were  refused,  though  Combe 
proposed  to  compensate  them  in  more  than  the  value  of  the  tithe, 
to  undertake  the  perpetual  repair  of  the  highways  passing  over 
the  land,  and  to  increase  the  value  of  the  rights  of  freeholders  and 
tenants  by  waiving  part  of  his  claim  to  turn  out  sheep  and  cattie 
on  the  commons.  Then  Combe  took  matters  into  his  own  hands, 
and  prepared  to  enclose  his  land  by  surrounding  it  with  a  ditch. 
This  brought  the  dispute  to  a  crisis.  Not  apparentiy  without  the 
knowledge  of  the  Town  Clerk,  the  townspeople  filled  in  the  ditch. 
A  breach  of  the  peace  seemed  imminent.  The  matter  was,  th«e- 
fore,  referred  to  the  law-courts,  and  at  Warwick  Assizes,  on  March 
27, 1615,  Lord  Chief  Justice  Coke  made  an  order  that  *'  noe  inclosure 
shalbe  made  within  the  parish  of  Stratforde."  The  Dingles,  which 
formed  part  of  the  common-fields  of  Welcombe,  remain  uninclosed 
to  this  day. 

Instances  of  the  tjnrannical  use  of  power  could  also  be  quoted. 
The  Tudor  age  was  rough,  and  might  was  sometimes  right.  Sir 
Thomas  More  in  his  Utopia  (1616)  paints  this  side  to  the  picture, 
when  he  speaks  of  "  husbandmen  .  .  .  thrust  owte  of  their  owne,  or 
els  by  coveyne  and  fraude  or  by  vyolent  oppression  they  be  put 


*  Shakespeare  and  the  Bneloeure  of  Common  Fields  at  Wdeombe,  edited  by 
a  M.  Ingleby  (1886). 
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beqrdes  it,  or  by  wranges  and  mjarieB  they  be  so  wmied  that  they 
be  oompeUed  to  sell  all/'  If  a  Bmafl  freeholder  or  copyholder  proTed 
obstinate,  the  prooeedingB  of  Sir  Giles  Oreneach,  in  A  New  Way 
to  Pay  Old  Debts  (Act  ii.  So.  1),  may  ilbistrate  the  methods  by  which 
a  Naboth's  vineyard,  even  when  it  bdonged  to  a  manorial  lord, 
might  be  appropriated  by  a  wealthy 


c< 


I'n  thetefore  Iray  soma  cottage  naar  hk  manor. 
Which  done,  I'll  make  my  men  break  ope  hk  fences. 
Bade  o^er  hk  standing  com,  and  in  the  night 
Set  file  on  hk  bams,  or  bracdc  hk  cattle's  legi. 
These  trespasses  draw  on  soits,  and  suits 
Which  I  can  ^Mre,  hot  will  soon  beggsr 
When  I  have  harried  him  thus  two  or  three  year, 
Thon^  he  sue  in  Jormd  pauipeHs^  in  spite 
Of  aU  hk  thrift  and  can  heU  grow  hehimdhaiMt 


Then,  with  the  favoor  of  my  man  at  law, 
I  will  pretend  some  title:  want  will  foroe  htm 
To  pat  it  to  arbttrement.    Then  if  he  sell 
For  half  the  value  he  shall  have  ready  money. 
And  I  possess  hk  land." 


ConsiderationB  of  mntoal  advantage,  equitable  bargains,  fair  pur- 
chase, sn]>erior  foiee,  legal  chicanery,  threats  and  bullying,  were 
aD  at  work  to  hasten  the  change  to  the  individual  occupation  of 
land,  and  the  consolidation  of  separate  holdings.  If  copyholders 
or  commoners  appealed  to  the  law-courts,  matters,  no  doubt,  some- 
times ended  as  they  were  friended.  "  Handy-dandy  "  was  ia  the 
Ifiddle  Ages  a  proverbial  expression  for  the  covert  bribe  offered  by 
a  suitor,  and  the  occasional  perversion  of  justice  is  enshrined  in  the 
Latin  jingle :  Jua  eine  jure  datur^  ai  nummus  in  aure  loquatmr. 

Ill^;al  evictions  are  not  iaduded  among  the  grievances  alleged  by 
the  leaders  in  any  of  the  risings  of  the  peasantry  which  marked 
the  Tudor  period.  Their  absence  from  these  lists  justify  the  con- 
clusion that  open  ilkgaUty  was  at  least  rare.  But  the  law  itself 
gave  landowners  abundant  opportunities  of  regaining  possession  of 

/•  the  land.  Leaseholders  for  a  term  of  years  or  for  lives  had  no  legal 
claim  to  a  rmewal  of  their  leases,  when  the  term  of  years  had 

^  expired  or  the  last  life  had  dropped.  Bents  mig^t  then  be  raised 
to  an  exorbitant  sum  or  extravagant  fines  exacted,  and,  unless  the 
tenant  was  prepared  to  pay  the  increased  charge,  he  must  surrender 

^  lus  holding.  Cottagers  or  squatters  on  the  waste  could  rarely 
show  any  legal  claim  to  the  occupation  of  land,  and  the  tenancy  of 
a  cottage  to  which  rights  of  common  attached  could  be  practically 
determined    by   enhancing   the   rent.    Copyholders  were,   in  all 


70  FARMING  FOR  PROFIT 

probability,  almost  equally  insecure  in  their  holdings.  So  long  as 
they  were  in  possession,  the  court  roll  was  evidence  of  the  incidents 
of  their  tenure.  But  the  law  was  still  vague  as  to  rights  of  suc- 
cession to  copyholds.  It  may  be  doubted  whether  copyholds  of 
inheritance  were  yet  known,  and  it  is  reasonably  certain  that  the 
normal  copyhold  was  for  a  term  of  years  or  for  lives.    At  the 

/r  expiration  of  the  term  of  years  or  of  the  last  Ufe,  normal  copy- 
holders were  at  the  mercy  of  the  lord.  Even  if  copyholds  of  inheri- 
tance were  recognised  by  lawyers  in  the  sixteenth  century,  they 

^  were  still  insecure.  Their  titles  must  often  have  been  incapable 
of  l^al  proof ;  they  might  be  forfeited  by  some  real  or  technical 
breach  of  custom ;  their  renewal  was  subject  to  the  payment  of 
fines  on  admittance,  which  might,  where  no  manorial  custom  fixed 
the  sum,  be  arbitrary  in  amount.  It  was  not  till  the  close  of  the 
eighteenth  century  that  the  law  fixed  the  limits  of  a  reasonable 
fine,  and,  if  the  fines  were  arbitrary,  the  landlord  had  a  weapon 
with  which  even  copyholds  of  inheritance,  as  understood  by  modem 
lawyers,  might  be  determined.  It  \a  impossible  to  doubt  that 
exorbitant  rents  and  excessive  fines,  of  which  the  peasant  leaders, 
preachers,  and  pamphleteers  so  bitterly  complain,  were  sometimes 
used  to  dispossess  leaseholders  and  copyholders.  The  powers  were 
legal ;  but  their  exercise  often  worked  injustice.  Yet  it  should  be 
remembered,  on  the  other  side,  that  the  raising  of  rents  or  the 
enhancing  of  fines,  whenever  the  opportunity  occurred,  were  the 
only  means  of  adjusting  the  landlord's  income  to  the  great  rise  in 
the  prices  of  agricultural  produce.  In  tiie  Comfpendious  or  Briefe 
Examination  ^  the  Knight  puts  the  landlord's  case.  "  In  all  my 
life  time,"  he  says,  "I  looke  not  tibat  the  thirde  part  of  my  lande  shall 
come  to  my  dispocition  that  I  may  enhaunce  the  rent  of  the  same, 
but  it  shalbe  in  mens  holdinges  either  by  lease  or  by  copie  graunted 
before  my  time.  .  .  .  We  cannot  rayse  all  our  wares  as  youe  maye 
yours."  Rents,  based  on  the  commutation  of  labour  services  at  a 
fixed  annual  sum  ici  the  fourteenth  century  did  not  represent  the 
annual  value  of  the  land  in  1550.    Nor  were  fines  for  rmewal  or  on 

^  T?ie  Compendious  or  briefe  BoDominaHon  of  oerkxyne  ordinary  compkmte 
of  divers  of  our  countrymen  in  these  our  dayes  was  printed  in  1581,  emd  the 
authorship  is  attributed  to  "W.  S.  Gentleman.  *'  But  Miss  Lamond  dis- 
covered, edited,  emd  published  (1893)  an  edition  from  a  MS.  probably  written 
in  1540.  She  gives  reasons  for  assigning  its  authorship  to  John  Hales. 
"  W.  S."  may  have  been  William  Stafford  (1554-1612) ;  but  that  he  was  not 
the  writer  appears  to  have  been  oonolusively  proved. 
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admittance  always  exoesedve.  Roger  Wilbraham,^  of  Delamere  in 
Cheshiie,  about  the  middle  of  the  seventeenth  century,  left  behind 
him  instructions  for  his  heir :  **  It  will  be  expected  of  my  heir  that 
he  deale  no  worse  with  tenants  than  I  have  done.  And  for  his 
directions  I  have  set  down  ye  yearly  values  according  to  which  I 
deale  and  wold  have  him  to  deale  with  the  tenants.  My  rule  in 
leasing  is  to  take  for  a  fine  from  ancient  tenants  :  8  years'  value 
for  3  lives,  5  years'  value  to  add  2  lives  to  1,  2  years'  value  to  add  I 
life  to  2, 1  year's  value  to  change  a  life,  or  more  if  there  is  any  great 
disparity  in  years  betwixt  the  hves."  When,  therefore,  rents  were 
raised  or  fines  enhanced,  the  landlord  was  not  always  trying  to  dis- 
poesess  his  tenant.  As  often  as  not,  he  was  claiming  his  proper 
share  of  the  tenant's  '*  imeamed  increment." 
Against  these  weapons  of  the  law  the  cultivators  of  the  old 
>/home-faims  and  of  the  assart  lands  were  practically  defenceless. 
It  is  therefore  natural  to  suppose  that  they  were  the  principal 
sufferers  by  the  enclosing  movement.  In  their  case  enclosures  did 
not  of  necessity  involve  any  breach  of  the  old  or  new  law. 
Even  the  provisions  of  the  Tudor  legislation  were  not  infringed,, 
unless  the  land,  thus  cleared  of  its  cultivators,  was  so  used  as  to 
throw  any  number  of  holdings  together  into  the  hands  of  one  man, 
to  "  decay "  farm^buildings  or  houses,  to  convert  tillage  into 
pasture,  and  so  put  down  ploughs,  or  to  carry  an  illegal  number 
of  sheep*  But  open-field  farmers  were  in  a  stronger  position.  The 
common  rights,  which  each  partner  in  the  association  enjoyed  over 
the  whole  cultivated  area  of  the  village-farm,  could  only  be  ex- 
tinguished by  agreement,  real  or  enforced,  among  the  commoners. 
Nor  was  this  consent  the  only  obstacle  to  enclosure  which  the 
system  presented.  The  intermixture  of  the  strips  is  recognised  as 
a  protection  against  enclosure  by  the  ablest  of  the  sixteenth  century 
writers  on  the  subject.  In  the  Compenduma  or  Brief e  ExamincUion 
both  the  Doctor  and  the  Husbandman  agree  as  to  the  difficulties 
which  these  two  features  of  the  open-field  system  threw  in  the  way 
of  any  general  enclosure.  The  same  points  are  insisted  upon  by 
eighteenth  century  writers.  It  is  not,  of  course,  asserted  that  the 
difficulties  of  enclosing  open-field  farms  were  insui>erable.  Ever 
since  the  thirteenth  century,  village  farms  had  been  broken  up, 
both  by  large  landowners  and  comparatively  small  freeholders. 

^  Qaoted  from  the  Wilbraham  MSS.  at  Delamere  by  F.  B.  Twemlow  in  The 
TwemlowB  :  iheir  Wivet,  and  their  Homu  (1910),  p.  17. 
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But,  before  the  endoBiire  aote  of  the  eighteenth  century,  it  was  a 
alow  and  piecemeal  process,  by  which  the  principal  landlord,  or 
some  freeholder  who  was  a  partner  in  the  farm,  gradually  con- 
solidated in  his  own  hands  the  whole  or  a  part  of  the  commonable 
cultivated  land,  enclosed  it,  and  freed  it  from  common  rights.  No 
doubt  the  enclosure  of  uncultivated  wastes  injured  the  tenants, 
of  village  farms,  because  it  restricted  the  area  of  rough  pasture 

^grazed  by  their  live-stock.  Enclosures  sd  thi&  kipd»  called  out 
without  leaving  a  sufficiency  of  common  pasture,  were  the  chief 
grievance  of  the  peasa(&try  in  Rett's  rebellion  in  Norfolk.  In 
this  connection  the  re-enactment  by  Edward  VI.  of  the  statutes 
of  Merton  and  Westminster,^  is  significant.  But  the  meaning  is 
obscure.  It  may  have  been  intended  to  increase  the  amount  of 
tillage  by  bringing  new  land  under  the  plough  in  exchange  for  that 
which  had  been  laid  down  to  grass.  Except  through  the  attack 
upon  their  pasture  commons,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude  that  oi>en- 
field  farmers  escaped  the  storm  of  sixteenth  century  enclosures 
more  lightly  than  the  less  protected  cultivators  of  demesnes  and 
"  assart "  lands.  This  seems  to  have  been  the  case.  Bitter  com- 
plaints were  made  against  the  enclosure  of  oi>en-fields.  But  the 
outcry  was  practically  confined  to  the  corn-growing  counties  of  the 
Midlands,  which  throughout  the  whole  period  were  seething  wiih. 
discontent  and  insurrection.  Tet  even  here,  with  the  exception  of 
Leicestershire,  the  enclosing  movement  cannot  have,  to  any  great 
extent,  succeeded,  since  these  are  the  very  counties  which,  in  the 
eighteenth  century,  still  contained  the  largest  proportion  of  ''  cham- 
pion "  or  open  land. 

•  Advanced  free-traders  might  agree  with  Raleigh  that  England, 
like  Holland,  could  be  wholly  suppUed  with  grain  from  abroad 
without  troubling  the  people  with  tillage.  Others  of  a  less  theo- 
retical turn  of  mind  looked  no  further  tiisai  the  immediate  distress 
which  the  abandonment  of  tillage  produced.  If  the  enclosing 
movement  had  been  accompanied  by  a  large  extension  of  arable 
farming,  the  market  for  agricultural  labour  might  have  been  so 
enlarged  as  substantially  to  relieve  agrarian  distress.  But  the 
extension  of  pasture  and  the  substitution  of  a  shepherd  and  his 

/  dog  for  the  ploughmen  and  their  teams  only  increased  the  scarcity 
of  employment.  Tenant-farmers  lost  their  leaseholds ;  copy- 
holders were  dispossessed  of  their  holdings  ;  squatters  and  cottagers, 

^  3  and  4  Edward  VL  o.  3.     (See  p.  3S.) 
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who  had  eked  out  their  harvest  earnings  by  the  produce  of  the 
live-stock  which  they  maintained  on  the  commons,  were  rained ; 
servants  in  husbandry  and  labourers  for  weekly  wages  were  thrown 
out  of  wo^.  The  high  prices  of  necessaries,  combined  with  the  loss 
of  commons,  the  ravages  of  the  murrain,  and  a  succession  of  dry 
summers,  had  driven  many  small  cultivators  over  the  narrow 
border-line  which  separated  them  from  starvation.  Rents  rose 
exorbitantly  till,  for  farmers  at  rack-rent,  existence  became  a 
misery.  There  was  an  ominous  growth  of  middlemen,  ''  lease- 
mongers,  who  take  groundes  by  lease  to  the  entente  to  lette  them 
againe  for  double  and  tripple  the  rente,"  ^  and  battened  on  the 
land-hunger  of  the  people.  Legislators  were  bewildered  by  currency 
questionB,  and  violent  changes  in  the  standard  purity  of  the  gold 
and  silver  coinage  aggravated  the  distress  by  raising  or  lowering 
prices.  As  gold  and  silver  poured  into  the  Old  World  from  America, 
prices  rose  throughout  Euroi>e.  The  rise  was  in  England  attributed 
to  every  cause  other  than  the  cheapening  of  the  precious  metals. 
While  from  one  or  the  other  of  these  causes  the  purchasing  power 
of  wages  rapidly  diminished,  their  nominal  value  remained  station- 
ary, and  labourers  were  forced  to  accept  the  statutory  rates. 

It  was  on  those  agriculturists  who  were  unwiUing  or  unable  to 
adapt  themselves  to  the  times  that  the  blow  fell  with  the  greatest 
severily .  The  Husbandman  in  the  Campendiovs  Examination  knew 
several  of  his  neighbours  who  had  "  turned  ether  part  or  all  theire 
arable  grounde  into  pasture,  and  therby  have  wexed  verie  Rich 
men."  These  were  the  men  of  whom  Harrison  and  Sir  Thomas 
Smith  speak  as  *'  coming  to  such  wealth  that  they  are  able  and 
do  daily  buy  lands  of  unthrifty  gentlemen  and  make  .  .  .  their 
sons  gentlemen."  But  the  Husbandman  himself,  having  ''  enclosed 
litle  or  nothinge  of  my  grownd,  could  never  be  able  to  make  up 
my  lorde's  rent,  weare  it  not  for  a  Utle  brede  of  neate,  shepe,  swine, 
yf  gese  and  hens."  Hence  it  is  that,  while  Latimer  laments  the 
d«,padaiion,of  smaU  yeomen  who.  like  hi.  father,  had  farms  of 
"  three  to  four  pounds  a  year  mt  the  uttermost,"  Harrison  describes 
the  xi8ai>f  substantial  farmers  and  of  the  middle  classes,  and  their 
improved  standard  of  Uving.  The  distribution  of  wealth  was 
becoming  more  and  more  unequal ;  the  problem  of  poverty  was 
acquiring  a  new  significance.    In  the  growing  struggle  for  existence 

^Robert  Crowley's  Way  to  WetOOi  (1650).    See  also  his  Sp%gram§  "of 
Leaaemoiigars  "  aad  '*  of  Rent  layaeis." 
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it  waa  possible  for  men,  who  were  neither  infirm  nor  idle,  to  lose 
their  footing.  Voluntary  almsgiving  was  tried  and  proved  inade- 
quate. Gradually  and  cautiously  the  legislators  of  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth  were  forced  to  apply  the  principle  of  compulsory  pro- 
vision for  the  reUef  of  the  necessitous.^  Previous  legislation,  in 
dealing  with  the  impotent  poor,  had  outlined  the  systems  of  local 
liability  and  of  settlement  which  were  adopted  in  the  latw  poor- 
laws  ;  but  it  had  been  mainly  concerned  with  the  suppression  of 
those  i>ersons  who  were  styled  idle  rogues  and  vagabonds.  The 
object  explains,  though  to  modem  ideals  it  cannot  justify,  the 
harshness  of  the  law.  Able-bodied  men  and  women,  who  were 
willing  to  work  but  had  lost  their  livelihood,  were  unknown  to  the 
legislators  who  had  sketched  the  first  poor-laws  for  the  relief  of 
the  impotent  poor  and  the  punishment  of  sturdy  beggafs  {validi 
mendkanies).  Our  ancestors  did  not  discriminate  closely  between 
the  different  sources  of  poverty.  To  them,  as  is  stated  in  the 
preamble  to  the  statute  of  Henry  VUl.,*  *'  ydlenes "  was  the 
"mother  and  rote  of  all  vyces."  The  "'great  and  excessive 
nombres  "  of  idle  rogues  and  vagabonds  were  a  crying  evil.  To 
this  class  belonged  the  men  who  committed  "  contynuall  theftes, 
murders,  and  other  ha3mous  offences,  which  displeased  God, 
damaged  the  King's  subjects,  and  disturbed  the  common  weal  of 
jT  the  realm."  Apart  from  ths  flomiBittftl  of  serious  crimi9»  th^  mass 
of  idle  va^prants  was  in  country  districts  a  nuisance  and  a  danger. 
The  kidnapping  of  children  waa  not  unconmion.  Housewives  were 
robbed  of  their  linen,  and  their  pots  and  pans,  or  terrified  by  threats 
of  violence  into  parting  with  their  money.  Horses  were  stolen 
from  their  paddocks,  or,  still  more  easily,  from  the  open-field  balks 
on  which  they  were  tethered ;  pigs  were  taken  from  their  styes, 
chickens  and  eggs  from  the  henroosts.  Men  and  women,  as  they 
returned  from  markets,  were  waylaid  by  sturdy  ruffians.  Shops, 
booths,  and  stalls  were  pilfered  of  their  contents.  Tippling-houses 
were  converted  into  receivers'  dens  for  stolen  goods.  The  com- 
parative leniency  of  the  laws  of  Henry  VII.  had  failed ;  therefore 
the  evil  must  be  stamped  out  with  a  severity  which  was  not  only 
unsentimental  but  ferocious. 
Here  the  interesting  point  is  whether  the  raiiks  of  idle  rogues 

^  See  Appendix  II.,  The  Poor  LatM,  1601-1834. 

>  1630-1  (22  Henry  Vin.  c.  12)  supplemented  in  1636  by  27  Henzy  VIIL 
c.  26. 
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were  to  aoy  laig^  extwt  sspltea  by^aqicultairiftte,  driven  to  want 
and  desp^atian  by  tha  low  <rf  their  hakimga.  The  sturdy  beggars, 
a^onst  whom  Richard  11.  had  legislated,  had  not  the  excuse  of 
want  of  employment.  They  consisted,  partly  of  disbanded  soldiers 
who  had  so  long  followed  the  trade  of  war  that  they  knew  no 
other ;  partly  of  men  who  had  suffered  that  general  moral  deteriora- 
tion which  often  resulted  from  great  catastrophes  like  the  successive 
visitations  of  the  ''  Black  Death."  In  the  fifteenth  century,  the 
dose  of  the  French  war  and  of  the  Wars  of  the  Roses  again  recruited 
the  ranks  of  idle  poverty  and  crime.  To  them  were  added,  at  a 
later  date,  the  disbanded  retinues  of  great  nobles,  ''the  great 
flock  or  train,"  to  quote  More's  Utopia,  ''  of  idle  and  loitering 
serving-men,  which  never  learned  any  craft  whereby  to  get  their 
living."  Finally,  the  suppression  of  the  monasteries  displaced  and 
threw  upon  the  world  a  large  number  of  dependents,  many  of  whom, 
from  inclination  or  necessity,  joined  the  army  of  sturdy  beggars. 
Disbanded  soldiers,  discharged  serving-men,  and  dismissed  dei>end- 
ents  of  monastic  institutions  account  for  a  formidable  total  of 
unemployed  labour,  without  the  addition  of  clothiers  out  of  work 
or  displaced  agriculturists.  But  the  evidence  of  More's  Utopia 
cannot  be  ignored.  The  passage  is  familiar  ^  in  which  he  speaks 
of  the  husbandmen  "  thrust  owte  of  their  owne  "  by  enclosures ; 
compelled  to  *'  trudge  out  of  their  knouen  and  accustomed  howses  "  ; 
driven  to  a  forced  sale  of  their  "  housholde  stuffe  "  and  "  con- 
strayned  to  seQ  it  for  a  thyng  of  nought."  ''  And  when  they  have, 
wanderynge  about,  sone  spent  that,  what  can  they  els  do  but 
steale,  and  then  justelye,  Ood  wote,  be  hanged,  or  eb  go  about  a 
beggyng?  And  yet  then  also  they  be  cast  in  prison  as  vagaboundes, 
because  they  go  about  and  worke  not ;  whom  no  man  will  set  a 
worke,  though  they  never  so  willingly  offer  them  selfes  therto." 
More's  eloquent  appeal  may  have  produced  effect.  Li  the  year 
aft^  the  publication  of  Utopia,  the  first  and  most  important  Com- 
mission was  issued  (1517-19)  to  enquire  into  the  progress  and  results 
of  enclosures  in  the  twenty-four  counties  principally  affected.  The 
Returns  of  the  Commissioners  in  Chancery  are  admittedly  imperfect. 
But  they  justify  the  conclusion  *  that  More's  picture,  though  true 

^  Utopia,  bk.  L,  ed.  Lupton,  pp.  63-4. 

'Hypothetical  tables  based  on  these  returns  have  been  constrooted  by 
Mr.  Gay,  showing  that  the  total  number  of  persons  displaced  by  enclosures 
during  the  period  1485-1517  did  not  much  exceed  6931.  See  Johnson's 
Dtsappearoftce  of  the  SmaU  Landowner,  p.  58. 
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in  partioular  instances,  is  as  a  general  description  of  rural  conditions 
too  highly  coloured.  Dispossessed  agriculturists  undoubtedly  con- 
tributed some  proportion  of  the  class  which  the  Government  grouped 
under  the  heading  of  idle  rogues.  Contemporary  writers  imply 
that  the  proportion  was  large  :  modem  research,  based  on  con- 
temporary enquiries  and  returns,  suggests  that  it  was  relatively 
small.  The  evidence  seems  insufficient  for  a  decision.  In  coping 
with  a  real  evil,  the  Government  attempted  no  classification.  The 
innocent  suffered  with  the  guilty,  and  men  and  women,  whether 
many  or  few,  who  had  lost  their  means  of  livelihood  and  were 
willing  to  work,  were  the  victims  of  severe  punishment  designed 
for  the  class  of  professional  vagabonds. 

Something  is  known  of  the  d^;rees,  practices,  and  jargon  of  the 
Elizabethan  fraternity  of  vagabonds.  Awdelay  and  Harman  ^ 
describe  the  "  Abraham  man,"  or  '*  poor  Tom,"  bare-legged  and 
bare-armed,  pretending  madness;  the  "Upright  man"  with  his  staff, 
and  the  *'  Ruffler  "  with  his  weapon ;  the  '*  Fraters,"  Pedlars,  and 
Tinkards  ;  the  "  priggars  of  Prauncers,"  or  horsenstealers,  in  their 
leather  jerkins ;  the  '*  Counterfet  Cranke,"  feigning  the  falling  sick- 
ness, with  a  piece  of  white  soap  in  his  mouth  which  made  him  foam 
like  a  boar :  the  '*  Palliards,"  with  their  patched  cloaks,  and  self- 
inflicted  sores  or  wounds ;  and  many  others  of  the  twenty-three 
varieties,  male  and  female,  of  the  professional  beggar.  But  even 
Harman  seldom  enquired  into  their  previous  life.  Some,  like  the 
"  Ruffler,"  had  either  '*  serued  in  the  wanes  or  bene  a  seruinge 
man  "  ;  others,  like  the  ''  Uprights,"  have  been  *'  serueing  men, 
artificers,  and  laboryng  men  traded  up  to  husbandry."  The 
"  wild  Roge  "  was  a  "  begger  by  enheritance — ^his  Grandfather  was 
a  bagger,  his  father  was  one,  and  he  must  nodes  be  one  by  good 
reason."  Few  allusions  can  be  gleaned  from  Shakespeare's  writings 
to  the  agricultural  changes  which  were  taking  place  around  him. 
But  when  we  pass  from  the  movement  itself  to  some  of  the  results 
which  it  helped  to  produce,  his  references  are  many  and  clear.  The 
mass  of  "  vagrom  men  "  was  a  real  social  danger  which  exercised 
the  wits  of  wiser  men  than  Dogberry.' 

^  The  Fraternity  of  Vacdbondea,  by  John  Awdeley  (1561)  and  A  Caveca  or 
Warening /or  Oommen  Ouraetera,  by  Thomas  Harman  (1667-8). 

'  Many  of  the  types  of  beggars  appear  in  Shakespeare's  pages.     There  is- 
Harman's  '*  Ruffler,"  "  the  worthiest  of  this  unruly  rablement  *' : 

*' .  .  .  fit  to  bandy  with  thy  lawless  sons 
To  raffle  in  the  commonwealth  of  Borne." 

{TiL  Andr,  Aot  i.  Se.  1,  IL  813-S.) 
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There  is  the  "  pedlar/*  the  ariatooraoy  of  the  profeasion,  a  clever  plausible 
raacal  like  Autolyoua.  '*  The  droncken  tyncker  *'  is  represented  by  Christopher 
Sly — **  by  birth  a  pedlar  ...  by  present  profession  a  tinker  "—drunk  on 
the  heath,  and  in  debt  for  ale  to  Marian  Haoket  (Tom.  8K  Ind.  ii.  U.  10-22). 
There  is  the  "  prygger "  or  "  prygman,"  who  "  haunts  wakes,  fairs,  and 
bear-baitings  "  {Winl.  Tale,  Act  iv.  8c.  2, 1.  109).  There  is  Awdeley*s  **  chop- 
logyke,"  who  gives  **  XX  wordes  for  one,"  to  whom  Capulet  likens  hia  daughter 
Juliet  {Bom,  and  Jul,  Act  iii.  So.  5,  L  160).  There  is  Haiman's  "  Rogue," 
or  "  Wild  Rogue,"  in  the  **  rogue  forlorn,"  who  shares  the  hovel  and  the  straw 
with  King  Lear  and  the  swine  (£€ar.  Act  iv.  So.  7,  1.  30).  Edgar,  disguised 
as  a  madman  and  calling  himself  '  poor  Tom  "  {Lear,  Act  iii.  Sc.  4,  1.  67),  is 
Awdeley's  "  Abraham  man,"  who  "  nameth  himselfe  *  poore  Tom.'. .  Whipped 
from  tithing  to  tithing,"  he  had  only  received  the  punishment  to  which  an 
Bhzabethan  statute  (30  Eliz.  o.  4)  sentenced  *'  all  fencers,  bearwards,  common 
players,  and  minstrels ;  all  jugglers,  tinkers  and  petty  chapmen,"  and  other 
vagrants  who  were  adjudged  to  be  rogues,  vagabonds,  and  sturdy  beggars. 
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THE  BEIGN  OF  ELIZABETH. 

Paternal  despotiam :  Testorataon  of  the  purity  of  the  coiaage ;  a  definite 
oommeroial  policy :  revival  of  the  wool  trade :  new  era  of  prosperity 
among  landed  gentry  and  occupiera  of  land  :  a  time  of  adversity  for  small 
landowners  and  wage-earning  labourers  :  Statute  of  Apprentices ;  hiring 
fairs ;  growth  of  agricultural  literature :  Fitaherbert  and  Tuaser :  their 
picture  of  Tudor  fanning  :  defects  of  the  open-field  system :  experience  of 
the  value  of  enclosures ;  improvement  in  farming :  Baznaby  Googe ; 
Sir  Hugh  Plat :  progress  in  the  art  of  gardening. 

The  reign  of  Elizabeth  marks  a  definite  stage  in  English  history. 
The  mediaeval  organisation  of  society,  together  with  its  trade 
guilds  and  manorial  system  of  farming,  had  broken  down.  Out  of 
the  oonfusion  order  might  be  evolved  by  a  paternal  despotism. 
The  Queen's  advisers,  with  strong  practical  sagacity,  set  themselves 
to  the  task.  They  sate  loosely  to  theories  and  rode  no  principles 
to  death.  But  so  firmly  did  they  lay  their  foundations,  that  parts 
of  their  structure  lasted  until  the  nineteenth  century.  National  con- 
trol displaced  local  control.  The  central  power  gathered  strength:  it 
directed  the  economic  interests  of  the  nation  ;  it  regulated  industrial 
relations ;  through  its  legislation  and  adnunistration  it  fostered  the 
development  of  national  resources. 

The  restoration  of  the  standard  purity  and  weight  of  the  coinage 
waa  resolutely  taken  in  hand.  Its  debasement  had  been  the  cause 
of  much  of  the  economic  distress  in  previous  reigns ;  credit  was 
ruined,  and  the  treasury  bankrupt.  The  debased,  sweated,  and 
clipped  silver  coinage  was  called  in,  and  new  coins  were  issued.  As 
silver  flowed  into  the  country  from  the  New  World,  the  amoimt  of 
money  in  circulation  increased.  More  capital  was  available  in  a 
handy  form,  and,  when  legitimate  interest  ceased  to  be  confused 
with  usury,  more  people  could  borrow  it  on  reasonable  terms.  The 
way  was  thus  paved  for  a  new  era  of  commercial  prosperity. 

In  mediaeval  times  the  whole  external  trade  of  the  country  had 
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been  in  the  hands  of  foreigners.  Elizabeth  f oUowed  and  developed 
the  commercial  policy  of  England,  which  first  assumed  a  deliberate 
continuous  shape  under  Henry  Vn.  Foreign  traders  were  dis- 
couraged, and  English  merchants  favoured.  The  Hanseatio  League 
lost  the  last  of  its  privileges  ;  the  Venetian  fleet  came  to  England 
less  and  less  frequently,  and  at  last  ceased  altogether  to  fly  its 
flag  in  the  Channel.  The  import  of  manufactured  goods  was 
checked.  The  export  of  raw  material  and  of  English  sheep  was 
narrowly  restricted,  though  long  wool,  as  the  staple  of  a  great  trade, 
was  BtiU  sent  abroad  freely.  The  Grovemment  realised  to  the  full 
all  the  abuses  of  patents  and  monopolies ;  but  they  did  not  hesitate 
to  grant  both  privileges  in  order  to  stimulate  native  enterprise. 
Companies  were  formed  with  exclusive  rights  of  trading  in  par- 
ticular countries.  The  oldest  and  most  powerful  of  these  Companies, 
the  Merchant  Adventurers,  obtained  a  royal  charter  in  1564.  The 
Muscovite,  Levant  or  Turkey,  Eastland  or  Baltic,  and  Guinea  or 
African  Companies  were  formed  to  push  English  trade  in  foreign 
parts.  In  1600  the  East  India  Company  was  chartered.  The 
mercantile  marine  was  encouraged  by  fishery  laws,  which  gave 
English  fishermen  a  monopoly  in  the  sale  of  fish.  Men  who  argued 
that  abstin^uoe  from  meat  at  certain  seasons  was  good  for  the 
soul's  health  risked  the  stake  or  the  rack ;  but,  for  the  sake  of 
multiplying  seamen,  the  Grovemment  did  not  hesitate  to  ordain 
fast-days  on  which  only  $sh  was  to  be  eaten.^  To  foster  the  home 
manufacture  of  cloth,  it  was  made  a  penal  offence  for  any  person 
over  the  age  of  six  not  to  wear  on  Sundays  and  holy  days  a  cap 
made  of  English  doth.  Stimulated  by  such  methods,  trade  throve 
apace,  and  English  goods  were  carried  in  EngUsh-built  ships,  owned 
by  Englishmen,  and  manned  by  English  seamen.  While  foreign 
merchants  were  discouraged,  foreign  craftsmen,  especially  religious 
refugees  from  France  or  Flanders,  were  welcomed  as  settlers, 
bringing  with  them  their  skill  in  manufacturing  paper,  lace,  silk, 
parchments,  light  woollens,  hosiery,  fustians,  satins,  thread,  needles, 
and  in  other  arts  and  industries. 
The  English  wool  trade  was  restored  to  more  than  its  former 


^  The  rule  of  eating  fish  twioe  a  week  was  continued  from  Catholic  times  ; 
but  a  third  day  was  added  by  Elizabeth  from  motivee  of  *' civile  policy." 
**  Accounting  the  Lent  Seaeon,  and  all  fasting  daies  in  the  yeare,  together 
with  Wedneaday  and  Friday  and  Saturday,  you  ahall  see  that  the  one  halfe 
of  the  yeare  is  ordeined  to  eate  fish  in  "  (C<^|;an,  Haven  of  Helthe,  ed.  1612, 
p.  138). 
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proBperity.  On  it  had  long  depended  the  commercial  prosperity 
of  the  country.  John  Cole,  "  the  rich  clothier  of  Beading  "  at  the 
end  of  the  thirteenth  century,  was  as  famous  as  his  fellow-craftsman, 
John  Winchcomb,  the  warlike  "  Jack  of  Newbury,"  became  in  the 
days  of  Henry  VIII.  Wool  was  the  chief  source  of  the  wealth  of 
traders  and  of  the  revenues  of  the  Crown.  It  controlled  the  foreign 
poUcy  of  England,  supplied  the  sinews  of  our  wars,  built  and 
adorned  our  churches  and  private  houses.  The  foreign  trade  con- 
sisted partly  in  raw  material,  partly  in  semi-manufactured  exports 
such  as  worsted  yams,  partly  in  wholly  manufactured  broad-cloth. 
As  the  manufacture  of  worsted  and  cloth  goods  developed  in  this 
country,  the  demand  and  consumption  rapidly  increased  at  home. 
According  to  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  to  be  used,  wool  was 
divided  into  long  and  short.  In  England,  long  wool  was  employed 
mainly  for  worsted  fabrics,  but  also  to  give  strength  and  firmness 
to  cloth.  Abroad,  it  was  eagerly  bought  in  its  raw  state  for  both 
purposes.  In  long  wool,  or  combing-wool,  Estgland  had  prac- 
tically a  monopoly  of  the  markets,  and  to  it  the  export  trade  of 
raw  material  was  almost  exclusively  confined.  Short  wool,  on  the 
other  hand,  was  used  for  broad-cloth.  In  its  raw  state  it  had  a 
formidable  rival  abroad  in  the  fleeces  of  the  Spamsh  merino.  Only 
in  the  pianuf actured  state  did  it  comi>ete  with  Flemish  and  French 
fabrics  on  the  Continent,  and  often  found  itself  unable,  owing  to 
the  excellence  of  merino  wool  and  the  skill  of  foreign  weavers,  to 
maintain  its  hold  on  the  home  market.  Wool-staplers  were  the 
middlemen.  They  bought  the  wool  from  the  breeder,  sorted  it 
according  to  its  quaUty,  and  sold  it  to  the  manufacturer.  Dyer,^ 
two  centuries  latw,  describes  their  work : 

"  Nimbly,  with  habitual  speed. 
They  sever  look  from  look,  and  long  and  short. 
And  soft,  and  rigid,  pile  in  several  heaps. 
This  the  dusk  hatter  asks  ;  another  shhies. 
Tempting  the  clothier ;  that  the  hosier  seeks ; 
The  long  bright  lock  is  apt  for  airy  stufEs  : 

If  any  wool,  peculiar  to  our  isle. 

Is  given  by  nature,  'tis  the  comber's  lock. 

The  soft,  the  snow-white,  and  the  long-grown  flake." 

In  the  long-wooled  class  Cotswold  wool  held  the  supremacy,  with 
Cirencest^  as  its  centre,  though  the  ''lustres"  of  Lincolnshire 
always  commanded  their  price.    Among  short-wools,  Byeland  had 

1  The  Fleeee  (1767),  bk.  ii ;  a  83-88  and  446-47. 
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the  pre-emineiioe,  with  LecnnixiBt^  as  the  centre  of  its  trade. 
''  Tjemnter  ore  "  was  the  equivalent  of  the  "  golden  fleece  "  of  the 
ancients,  and  poets  compared  the  wool  for  its  fineness  to  the 
web  of  the  silk-worm,  and  for  its  softness  to  the  cheek  of  a 
maiden. 

Daring  the  Tador  period,  a  change  was  passing  over  the  wool  ^ 
trade,  which  may  have  influenced  the  labour  troubles  of  the  period 
as  well  as  the  policy  of  land-holders.  As  enclosures  multiplied, 
sheep  were  better  fed,  and  the  fleece  increased  in  weight  and  length, 
though  it  lost  something  of  the  fineness  of  its  quality.  In  other 
words,  the  wool  was  less  adapted  for  the  manufacture  of  broad- 
cloth. The  old  pastures  were  also  wearing  out.  During  long  and 
cold  winters,  if  the  sheep  is  half-starved,  the  fleece  may  retain  its 
fineness,  but  it  loses  in  strength.  There  also  was  a  deterioration 
in  the  qualily  of  short  wool.  How  far  these  considerations  may 
have  influenced  pasture-farming  is  necessarily  uncertain.  But  it 
is  at  least  a  coincidence  that,  in  spite  of  the  increase  in  the  number 
of  sheep,  there  was,  in  the  early  years  of  the  Tudor  period,  con- 
siderable distress  in  the  clothing  trade.  As  the  reign  of  Elizabeth 
advanced,  the  great  development  of  home  manufactures  provided 
a  remedy.  The  newly  established  Merchant  Companies  opened  up 
fresh  markets  abroad  for  English  cloth.  At  the  same  time  France 
and  the  Low  Countries,  distracted  by  civil  or  religious  wars,  ceased 
for  the  moment  to  be  our  rivals  in  the  trade.  English  broad- 
cloths were  exported  abroad  in  increasing  quantities.  The  suspen- 
sion of  continental  manufactures  checked  the  exportation  of  Engllah 
long  wool.  But  again  the  religious  troubles  of  the  Continent 
relieved  the  situation.  Foreign  refugees  settled  in  England,  bring- 
ing with  them  secrets  in  the  manufacture  of  worsted,  light  woollen 
8tu£b,  and  hosiery,  for  all  of  which  English  wool  was  specially 
adapted. 

Thus  England  was  once  more  growing  prosperous,  and  farming 
shared  in  the  general  prosperity.  As  the  reign  advanced,  agri- 
cultural produce  rose  rapidly  in  price.  The  rise  no  longer  depended 
on  those  fluctuations  in  the  purity  of  the  coinage,  which  had  been 
80  frequent  that  no  man  knew  the  real  value  of  the  coin  in  which  he 
was  paid.  For  a  time  the  influx  of  silver  had  cheapened  the  precious 
metals,  diminished  their  purchasing  power,  and  so  created  deamess. 
But  the  great  expansion  of  trade  gradually  absorbed  the  new 
supply  of  silver.    The  later  rise  in  agricultural  prices  was  due  to 
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the  relative  scarcity  of  produce,  which  was  caused  by  the  increased 
consumption  consequent  on  revived  prosperity,  by  a  higher  standard 
of  living,  and  by  a  growing  population.  The  necessary  spur  of 
profit  was  thus  applied  to  fanning  energies.  Leaseholders  for  a 
long  term  or  for  lives,  and  copyholders  at  fixed  quit-rents  had  their 
golden  opportunity,  and  many  of  them  used  it  to  become  wealthy. 
Of  the  general  prosperity  of  the  landowning  and  land-renting 
portion  of  the  rural  community,  there  is  sufficient  evidence.  Every 
man,  says  Harrison,^  turned  builder,  "  pulled  downe  the  old  house 
and  set  up  a  new  after  his  owne  devise."  In  ten  years  more  oak 
was  used  for  building  than  had  been  used  in  the  previous  hundred. 
Country  manor-houses  were  built  not  of  timber,  but  of  brick  or 
stone,  and  they  were  furnished  with  "  great  provision  of  tapistrie, 
Turkic  work,  pewter,  brasse,  fine  linen  and  .  .  .  costlie  cupbords 
of  plate."  Ordinary  diet  had  become  less  simple.  '*  White-meats," 
— milk,  butter,  eggs,  and  cheese, — ^were  despised  by  the  wealthy,  who 
preferred  butoher's-meat,  fish,  and  a  "'  divendtie  of  wild  and  tame 
foules."  The  usual  fare  of  the  country  gentleman  was  abundant, 
if  not  profuse.  The  dinner  which  Justice  Shallow  ordered  for 
Falstaff  might  be  quoted  as  an  illustration.  But  more  direct 
evidence  may  be  produced.  Harrison  says  that  the  everyday 
dinner  of  a  country  gentleman  was  *'  foure,  five,  or  six  dishes,  when 
they  have  but  small  resort."  Gervase  Markham  in  his  English 
Housewife  gives  directions  for  a  *'  great  feast,"  and  for  "  a  more 
humble  feast,  or  an  ordinary  proportion  which  any  good  man  may 
keep  in  his  family,  for  the  entertainment  of  his  true  and  worthy 
friend."  The  '*  humble  feast "  includes  **  sixteen  dishes  of  meat 
that  are  of  substance  and  not  emptie,  or  for  shew."  To  these 
*'  sixteen  full  dishes,"  he  adds  "  saUets,  fricases,  quelque  choses,  and 
devised  paste,  as  many  dishes  more,  which  make  the  full  service 
no  lesse  then  two-and-thirtie  dishes."  In  dress,  also,  the  country 
gentry  were  growing  more  expensive,  imitating  the  "  diversities 
of  jagges  and  changes  of  colours  "  of  the  Frenchman.  Already,  too, 
as  Bishop  Hall  has  described  in  his  Saiires,  they  were  in  the  habit 
of  deserting  their  country-houses  for  the  gaiety  of  towns,  and  the 
"  unthankful  swallow  "  "  built  her  circled  nest "  in 

'*  The  towered  chimmes  which  should  be 
The  windpipee  of  good  hoepitalitie.'* 

Of  the  yeomen,   who  included  not  only  farming  owners,  but 

^  Hanison,  DeteripHon  of  England  (1677),  bk.  ii.  oc.  vi  zii.  zziL 
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loBoooo  lor  liv€8  and  copyfaolderBy  Harrifion  says  that  they  "  com- 
monlie  live  wealthilie,  keepe  good  houses^  and  travell  to  get  riches."  ^ 
Their  houses  were  famished  with  "  oostlie  fomitore,"  and  they  had 
"  learned  also  to  garnish  their  cupbords  with  plate,  their  joined 
beds  with  tapistrie  and  silke  hangings,  and  their  tables  with  carpets 
and  fire  naperie."  Though  rents  had  risen  and  were  still  rising, 
*'  yet  wQl  the  farmer  thinke  his  gaines  verie  small  toward  the  end 
of  his  terme  if  he  have  not  six  or  seven  yeares  rent  lieing  by  him, 
therewith  to  purchase  a  new  lease,  beside  a  faire  garnish  of  pewter 
on  his  cupbord,  three  or  foure  featherbeds,  so  manie  coverlids  and 
carpets  of  tapistrie,  a  silver  salt,  a  bowle  for  wine,  and  a  dozzen  of 
spoonee  to  furnish  up  the  sute."  Old  men  noted  these  changes  in 
luxurious  habits — "  the  multitude  of  ohimnies  latelie  erected,"  *'  the 
great  amendment  of  lodging,"  and  **  the  exchange  of  vessel  as  of 
treene  platters  into  pewter  and  wodden  spoones  into  silver  or  tin." 
Writing  of  the  Cheshire  yeomen  in  1621,  William  Webb  says :  ^ 
*'  In  building  and  furniture  of  their  houses,  till  of  late  years,  they 
used  the  old  manner  of  the  Saxons ;  for  they  had  their  fire  in  the 
midst  of  the  house  against  a  hob  of  clay,  and  their  oxen  also  under 
the  same  roof ;  but  within  these  forty  years  it  is  altogether  altered, 
BO  that  they  have  built  chimnies,  and  furnished  other  parts  of  their 
houses  accordingly.  .  .  .  Touchiog  their  housekeeping  it  is 
bountiful  and  comparable  with  any  shire  in  the  realm.  And  that 
iB  to  be  seen  at  their  weddings  and  buricJs,  but  chiefly  at  their 
wakes,  which  they  yearly  hold  ...  for  this  is  to  be  understood 
that  they  lay  out  seldom  any  money  for  any  provision  but  have 
it  of  their  own,  as  beef,  mutton,  veal,  pork,  capons,  hens,  wild  fowl, 
and  fish.  They  bake  their  own  bread  and  brew  their  own  drink. 
To  conclude,  I  know  divers  men,  who  are  but  farmers,  that  in  their 
housekeeping  may  compare  with  a  lord  or  a  baron  in  some  countries 
beyond  the  seas.  Tea,  although  I  named  a  higher  degree,  I  were 
able  to  justify  it."  In  the  Isle  of  Wight,  Sir  John  Oglander  *  com- 
pares the  state  of  the  country  at  the  close  of  Elizabeth's  reign  with 
that  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Civil  War.  At  the  former  i>eriod  he 
says  that  *'  Money  wase  as  plentiful  in  yeomens  purses  as  nowe 
in  ye  beste  of  ye  genterye,  and  all  ye  genterye  full  of  monyes  and 
owt  of  debt." 

^  DescnpHan,  bk.  ii.  oh.  v. 

*  Quoted  in  King's  Vaie  Royal  (1778),  vol.  i.  pp.  30,  31. 

<  Oglander  Memoirs  (1505-1648),  p.  55. 
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The  small  copyholder's  house  is  described  by  Bishop  Hall  as 
being : 

"  Of  one  bay's  breadth*  Qod  wot»  a  silly  oote 
Whose  thatched  spars  are  furred  with  sluttish  soote 
A  whole  inch  thick,  shining  like  blackmoor's  brows 
Through  smoke  that  downe  the  headlesse  barrel  blows. 
At  his  bed's  feete  feeden  his  stalled  teame. 
His  swine  beneath,  his  pullen  o'er  the  beame." 

The  outside  walls  were  made  of  timber  uprights  and  cross-beams, 
forming  raftered  panels  which  were  thickly  daubed  with  clay. 
But  the  fare  which  the  small  copyholder  enjoyed  was  at  least  as 
plentiful  as  that  of  landless  labourers  in  modem  times.  In  one  of 
the  Elizabethan  pastoral  poems  a  noble  huntsman  finds  shelter 
under  a  shepherd's  roof.  The  food,  even  if  something  is  allowed 
for  Arcadian  licence,  was  good,  though,  in  the  language  of  the  day, 
it  consisted  mainly  of  '*  white  meat."  The  guest  was  supplied 
with  the  best  his  host  could  provide : 

"  Browne  bread,  whig,  bacon,  curds,  and  milke. 
Were  set  him  on  the  horde." 

Fresh  butcher's  meat  was  rarely  seen  on  the  table.  Of  the  '*  Martyl- 
mas  beef,"  hung  from  the  rafters  and  smoked,  Andrew  Borde  ^ 
thought  Uttle.  If,  he  says,  a  man  have  a  piece  hanging  by  his  side 
and  another  in  his  belly,  the  piece  which  hangs  by  his  side  does 
him  more  good,  especially  if  it  is  rainy  weather.  Bacon,  souse,  and 
brawn  were  the  peasant's  meat.  *'  Potage,"  Borde  elsewhere  writes, 
''  is  not  so  moch  used  in  aU  Crystendom  as  it  is  used  in  England." 
It  was  part  of  the  staple  diet  of  the  peasant,  whether  made  of  the 
liquor  in  which  meat  had  been  boiled,  thickened  with  oatmeal,  and 
flavoured  with  chopped  herbs  and  salt,  or  made  from  beans  or 
pease.  Oatmeal  porridge,  and  '*  fyrmente,"  made  of  milk  and 
wheat,  were  largely  used.  His  bread  was  generally  made  of  wheat 
and  rye,  often  mixed,  as  Best  states,*  with  pease — a  peck  of  pease 
to  a  bushel  of  rye,  or  two  pecks  of  pease  to  the  same  quantity  of 
rye  and  wheat.  Even  ''  horse-bread,"  as  Borde  calls  it,'  made  of 
pease  and  beans,  was  better  than  the  mixture  of  acorns  which 
Harrison  says  '  was  eaten  in  times  of  dearth.  Yet  the  husbandman 
had  his  feastings,  such  as  "  bridales,  purifications  of  women  and 
such  od  meetings,  where  it  is  incredible  to  tell  what  meat  is 
consumed  and  spent." 

^  Andrew  Borde's  Dyeiary  (1642),  oh.  xvi.         *  FtMmUng  Book,  p.  104. 
'  Borde's  DyeUx/ry,  ch.  zi  *  Deacripium,  ch.  vi. 
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The  proeperily  of  the  ruial  oommunity  was  not  universal.  For 
many  of  the  smaller  gentry,  and  for  day-labourers  for  hire,  times 
were  hard.  Landowners,  whose  income  was  more  or  less  stationary, 
suffered  from  the  rise  in  prices,  accompanied,  as  it  was,  by  a  higher 
standard  of  luxury.  When  leases  fell  in,  or  lives  were  renewed,  or 
copyholders  were  admitted,  rents  might  be  increased  or  fines 
enhanced.  But  in  an  extravagant  age,  when  country  gentlemen 
began  to  be  attracted  to  London,  such  opportunities,  if  the  tenants 
belonged  to  a  healthy  stock,  might  come  too  rarely  or  too  late. 
Many  owners  were  compelled  to  sell  their  estates.  Land  was  often 
in  the  market.  Thus  two  opposing  tendencies  characterised  the 
sixtefflith  and  seventeenth  centuries.  The  division  of  church  lands 
among  grantees  who  already  owned  estates  strengthened  the  landed 
aristocracy,  while  continual  sales  democratkied  the  ownership  of 
land.  It  is  said  that  only  330  families  can  trace  their  titles  to  land 
beyond  the  dissolution  of  the  monasteries.  Li  the  two  centuries 
that  followed,  few  of  the  gentry  retained  their  hold  on  their  estates, 
unless  they  were  enriched  by  wealthy  marriages,  by  trade,  or  by 
the  practice  of  the  law.  The  buyers  generally  belonged  to  the 
rising  middle  classes.  Harrison,  in  his  Deecription  of  England,^ 
says  that  yeomen,  "'  for  the  most  part  farmers  to  gentlemen,"  by 
attention  to  their  business  ""  do  come  to  great  welth  in  somuch  that 
manie  of  them  are  able  and  doo  buie  the  lands  of  unthrif  tie  gentle- 
men." Fpnes  Moryson,  in  his  Itinerary  *  (1617)  notes  that  the  Eng- 
lish *'  doe  .  .  daily  sell  their  patrimonies,  and  the  buyers  (except- 
ing Lawyers)  are  for  the  most  part  Citizens  and  vulgar  Men."  Sir 
Simon  Degge*  (1669),  a  learned  lawyer,  declares  that  in  Stafford- 
shire, during  the  past  sixty  years,  half  the  land  had  passed  into 
the  possession  of  new  men.  He  attributes  this  change  of  ownership, 
partly  to  divine  punishment  for  the  sacrilege  of  those  who  were 
grantees  of  ecclesiastical  property,  partly  to  the  extravagance  of 
the  country  gentry  who  now  took  pleasure  in  spending  their  estates 
in  London.  He  makes  these  comments  on  Erdeswick's  Survey 
of  Staffordahire,  drawn  up  between  1593  and  1603,  and  goes  on  to 
say  that  there  were  then  in  thecoimty  only  *'  three  citizen  owners  " 

^Bk.  ii.  oh.  V.  The  DescripHon  was  published  in  1677.  The  same 
passage  oooura  in  Sir  Thomas  Smith's  De  R^pubUoa  Anglorum,  bk.  i.  oh.  zziii. 
published  in  lfiS3. 

'  Part  m.  bk.  iii.  oh.  iii. 

•Degge's  Letter  is  printed  as  a  supplement  to  Erdeswick's  Survey  of 
Staffordshire  in  the  edition  of  1717. 


^ 
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of  land,  and  that  now,  in  1669,  there  were  three  Barons,  four 
BaronetB,  and  twenty  calling  themselves  Esquires  who  had  bought 
estates  with  money  made  in  trade.  Similar  is  the  evidence  of  the 
compiler  of  Anglian  NotUia^  (1669).  ''The  English,"  he  says, 
"  especially  the  OerUry  are  so  much  given  to  Prodigaliiy  and  Sloth- 
fulness  that  Estates  are  oftner  spent  and  sold  than  in  any  other 
Countrey  .  .  .  whereby  it  comes  to  passe  that  Cooks,  VifUners, 
Innkeepers,  and  such  mean  Fellows,  enrich  themselves  and  bagger 
and  insult  over  the  Oentry  .  .  .  not  only  those  but  Taylors,  Dancing 
Masters  and  such  Trifiing  Fellows  arrive  to  that  Biches  and  Pride, 
as  to  ride  in  their  Coaches,  keep  their  Summer  Houses,  to  be  served 
in  Plate,  etc.  an  insolence  insupportable  in  other  well-govem'd 
Nations." 

Another  class,  that  of  labourers,  suffered  from  the  deamess  of 
agricultural  produce,  because  their  wages  were  fixed  by  law,  and 
only  by  slow  degrees  followed  the  upward  tendency  of  prices.  In 
some  respects  the  worst  evils  of  the  period  1485-1668  were  passing 
away,  or  were  modified  by  the  expansion  of  trade.  Enclosures 
still  continued.  Acts  of  Parliament  *  were  still  passed  against  the 
decaying  of  towns  and  against  the  substitution  of  pasture  for 
tillage,  and  one  of  the  most  vehement  of  protests  against  enclosures, 
was  made  by  Francis  Trigge,*  in  1604.  But  land  was  now  more 
frequently  enclosed  for  arable  fanning,  and  there  was  consequently 
less  displacement  of  labour.  The  great  extension  of  gardens 
attached  to  country  houses  provided  new  occupations.  Industries 
like  spinning,  weaving,  and  rope-making,  which  were  previously 
confined  to  particular  towns  by  the  craft-organisations  of  guilds, 
spread  into  rural  districts,  and  employed  villagers  in  supplying  not 
merely  their  domestic  wants  but  the  needs  of  manufacturers. 
Agriculturally,  a  change  was  taking  place  in  the  labourer's  condi- 
tion. For  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  farmers,  except  in  the  North 
and  East,  looked  less  to  servants  in  husbandry  and  more  to  the  day- 
labourers,  whose  wages  assumed  a  new  importance  in  the  assess- 
ments of  the  Justices  of  the  Peace.  As  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  rose,  and  as,  here  and  there,  the  improvement  of  roads 
brought  new  markets  within  the  reach  of  farmers,  it  was  cheaper 

^In  the  1692  edition  of  AngUae  NoHHa  the  words  "Prodigality,  BportB, 
and  Pastimes  "  are  substituted  for  "  Prodigality  and  Slothfulness.*' 

>  1562-3,  6  Elic.  c.  2  ;   1607-8,  39  Eliz.  ce.  1  and  2  ;   1601,  43  Elis.  c.  9. 

•  The  Humble  PetiUon  of  Two  Sisters:  the  Church  and  Oomtnon-^oeaUh. 
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to  pay  wages  to  hired  labouiers  than  to  board  agrioulturai  servante, 
especially  if,  as  Tusser  says,  they  required  roast  meat  on  Sundays 
and  Thursdays.  Free  labour,  sometimes,  but  not  invariably, 
still  associated  with  the  occupation  of  land,  was  becoming  in  the 
southern  and  midland  counties  the  chief  agent  in  cultivating  the 
soil.  Where  endosures  were  fewest,  the  largest  number  of  labourers 
supplemented  their  wages  by  the  profits  of  their  land,  their  rights 
of  common,  and  their  goose-runs.  Where  enclosures  were  most 
extensive,  those  labourers  were  most  numerous  who  were  dependent 
only  on  their  labour-power.  Apparently  there  was  difGlculty  in 
lodging  this  increasing  class  of  landless  labourers,  and  an  attempt 
was  made  to  use  existing  cottages  as  tenement  houses.  The  Govern- 
ment endeavoured  to  check  these  tendencies  by  legislation.^  Not 
more  than  one  family  was  allowed  to  occupy  each  cottage,  and  to 
every  cottage  four  acres  of  land  were  to  be  attached. 

But  the  most  important  attempt  to  regulate  the  labour-market 
was  the  Statute  of  Apprentices  (16d3).*  This  industrial  code 
''touching  divers  orders  for  artificers,  labourers,  servants  of 
husbandry,  and  apprentices  "  deals  with  labour  in  the  towns  as 
well  as  in  the  country.  It  was  framed,  partly  as  a  consolidating 
Act,  partly  because,  as  the  Preamble  states,  the  allowances 
limited  in  previous  legislation  had,  owing  to  the  advance  in 
prices,  become  too  small.  It  was  passed  in  the  hope  that  its 
administration  would  ''banish  idleness,  advance  husbandry,  and 
yield  unto  the  hired  person  both  in  the  time  of  scarcity  and  in 
the  time  of  plenty  a  convenient  proportion  of  wages."  It  pro- 
ceeds on  the  old  lines  that  men  could  be  compelled  to  work.  But 
it  contemplates  a  mmiTniiTTi  wage  at  the  rates  current  in  the 
district,  establishes  a  working  day  for  summer  and  winter,  and 
endeavours  to  provide  for  technical  instruction  by  a  system  of 
apprenticeship.  Any  person  between  the  age  of  twelve  and  sixty, 
not  excepted  by  the  Statute,  could  be  compelled  to  labour  in 
husbandry.  All  engagements,  except  those  for  piecework,  were  to 
be  for  one  year.  Masters  unduly  diBmissiog  servants  were  fined. 
Servants  unduly  leaving  masters  were  imprisoned.  No  servant 
could  leave  tlie  locality  where  he  was  last  employed  without  a 
certificate  of  lawful  departure.  Hours  of  labour  were  twelve  hours 
in  the  summer  and  during  daylight  in  winter.  Wages  were  to  be 
annually  fixed  by  the  Justices  of  the  Peace,  after  considering  the 

1  16S9,  31  Elic.  o.  7.  >  1662-3,  6  Eliz.  o.  4. 
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oiroimiBtances,  in  ooncniltation  \¥ith  ''  such  grave  and  discreet 
peraonfl  as  they  shc^  think  meet."  No  higher  wages  than  those 
settled  under  the  assessment  were  to  be  given,  or  received,  under 
severe  penalties.  At  harvest  time,  artificers  and  persons  ''meet 
to  labour  "  might  be  compelled  to  serve  at  the  mowing  or  ''  inning  " 
of  hay  and  com.  Persons  over  twelve  and  under  eighteen  might 
be  taken  as  apprentices  in  husbandry  and  compelled  to  serve  till 
the  age  of  twenty-one.  By  agreement  the  age  might  be  extended 
to  twenty-four. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  Statute  agricultural  labourers  and 
servants  were  engaged  annually.  Shortly  before  Martinmas,  the 
chief  constable  of  the  division  sent  out  notices  that  he  would  sit 
at  a  certain  town  or  village  on  a  given  day,  and  required  the  petty 
constables  to  attend  with  lists  of  the  masters  and  servants  in  their 
districts.  At  the  appointed  place  and  time  the  chief  constable  met 
his  subordinates  and  the  masters  :  the  servants  also  assembled;  all 
''  cladde,"  as  Henry  Best  describes  them,^  '*  in  their  best  apparrell,'^ 
in  the  market  square,  the  churchyard,  or  some  other  public  place. 
The  chief  constable  took  the  lists,  called  each  master  in  turn  accord- 
ing to  the  entries,  and  asked  him  whether  he  was  willing  to  set  such 
and  such  a  servant  at  liberty.  If  the  master  replied  in  the  negative, 
the  constable  stated  what  were  the  wages  fixed  by  the  Justices, 
received  a  penny  fee  from  the  master,  and  bound  the  servant  for  a 
second  term  of  a  year.  If  the  answer  was  in  the  affirmative,  the 
constable  received  from  the  servant  a  fee  of  twopence,  and  gave  him 
his  certificate  of  lawful  departure.  Meanwhile  masters  who  wished 
to  hire  labourers,  whether  men  or  women,  walked  about  among  the 
assembled  crowd  in  order  to  choose  Ukely-looking  servants.  When 
a  master  had  made  his  choice,  his  first  enquiry  was  whether  the  man 
was  at  liberty.  If  the  servant  had  his  ticket,  the  master  took  him 
aside,  and  asked  where  he  was  bom,  where  he  was  last  employed, 
and  what  he  could  do.    Best  once  heard  the  answer  : 

*'  I  can  80we, 
I  oan  mowe, 
And  I  can  stacke. 
And  I  can  doe 
My  master  too, 
When  my  master  tumes  his  backe.'* 

If  the  last  employer  was  present  at  the  sitting,  he  was  sought  out, 

^  Rural  Economy  in  Yorkshire  in  1641,  being  the  Fanning  and  aeoouni  Books 
of  Henry  BeH  (Surtees  Society,  voL  xxziii.  1857),  pp.  132-6. 
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and  asked  whether  the  man-servant  was  "  true  and  truatie  .  .  . 
gentle  and  qniett  .  .  .  addicted  to  company-keepinge  or  noe/'  or 
whether  the  woman-servant  was  a  good  milker,  not  *'  of  a  sluggish 
and  sleepie  disposition  for  dainger  of  fire."  Then  followed  the 
bargaining  for  wages.  Sometimes  the  servant  asked  for  a  "  gods- 
penny  "  on  striking  the  bargain,  '*  or  an  old  suite,  a  payre  of  breeohes, 
an  olde  hatte,  or  a  payre  of  shoes  ;  and  mayde  servants  to  have  an 
apron,  smocke,  or  both."  Sometimes  it  was  a  condition  to  have  so 
many  sheep  wintered  and  summered  with  the  master's  flock,  and  to 
have  the  twopence  which  was  paid  for  the  certificate  refunded 
before  handing  over  the  ticket  to  the  new  master.  Once  hired, 
the  servant  could  not  leave  the  master,  nor  the  master  dismiss  the 
servant,  without  a  quarter's  warning.  In  Yorkshire  a  servant 
Uked  to  come  to  a  new  place  on  Tuesday  or  Thursday.  Monday 
was  counted  an  unlucky  day,  and  the  proverb  ran : 

**  Monday  flitte 
Never  sitte.*' 

Farming  annals  are  comparatively  silent  as  to  the  conditions  in 
which  day-labourers  for  hire  lived  in  the  reign  of  Elizabeth.  But 
in  one  respect,  as  has  been  said,  they  undoubtedly  shared  the 
general  prosperity.  Though  their  wages  remained  low,  and  only 
fitfully  rose  as  the  purchasing  power  of  money  declined,  they  were 
more  secure  of  employment.  In  the  increased  demand  for  labour 
resulting  from  improved  methods  of  agriculture  lay  their  best 
hopes  for  the  future.  It  is  probable  that  the  decay  and  ultimate 
dissolution  of  the  monasteries  had  for  the  time  inflicted  a  heavy 
blow  on  the  development  of  agriculture  as  an  art.  To  English 
farming  in  the  early  centuries  the  monks  were  what  capitalist  land- 
lords became  in  the  eighteenth  century.  They  were  the  most 
scientific  farmers  of  the  day :  they  had  access  to  the  practical 
learning  of  the  ancients ;  their  intercouise  with  their  brethren 
abroad  gave  them  opportunities  of  benefiting  by  foreign  experience 
which  were  denied  to  their  lay  contemporaries.  Already,  however, 
there  were  signs  that  their  places  as  pioneers  would  be  occupied. 
Throu^ont  Europe  agricultural  literature  was  commencing,  and 
writers  were  at  work  uiging  upon  fanners  the  improved  methods 
which  enclosure  revealed  to  them.  In  Italy  Taiello  and  the 
translatoiBol  Orescentius,  in  the  Low  Countries  Heresbach^  in  France 
CSuurks  Estienne  and  Bernard  Palissy,  in  England  Fitsherbert  and 
Tusser,  wrote  upon  famning.    It  was  not  long  before  the  gentry 
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began  to  pay  attention  to  agrioultuie.  As  Michel  de  THdpital 
solaced  his  exile  with  a  farm  at  £tampe8,  so  Sir  Biohard  Weston 
in  the  reign  of  Charles  I.,  and  Townshend  in  that  of  Qeorge  II., 
occupied  their  leisure  in  farming,  and  in  their  retirement  conferred 
greater  benefits  on  the  well-being  of  England  than  they  had  ever 
done  by  their  political  activities. 

Up  to  the  sixteenth  century  Walter  of  Henley's  farming  treatise 
had  held  the  field.  Now  it  was  superseded.  In  1623  appeared  the 
Boke  of  Huabandrye,  ''  compyled/'  as  Berthelet  sa]^  in  his  edition 
of  1534,  ^'sometyme  by  mayster  FitKHerbarde,  of  Charytie  and  good 
sele  that  he  bare  to  the  weale  of  this  moost  noble  reahne,  whiche  he 
dydde  not  in  his  youthe,  but  after  he  had  exeroysed  husbandry  with 
greate  experyence  XL  yeres."  In  the  same  year  was  also  printed, 
by  the  same  author,  the  Boke  of  Surveyinge  and  Improvements. 
The  Book  of  Husbandry  is  a  minutely  practical  work  on  farming, 
written  by  a  man  familiar  with  the  Peak  of  Derbyshire  and  by  a 
horsebreeder  on  a  large  scale  who  possessed  "  60  mares  or  more." 
The  Book  of  Surveying  is  a  treatise  on  the  relations  of  landlord  and 
tenant  and  on  the  best  methods  of  developing  an  estate.  Only 
an  experienced  fanner  could  have  written  the  first;  the  second 
required  no  greater  acquaintance  with  law  than  might  be  acquired 
by  a  shrewd  landowner  in  the  admimstration  of  an  estate.  The 
authorship  of  the  two  books  has  been  claimed  for  Anthony  Fitz- 
herbert,  who  was  knighted  in  1521-2  on  becoming  a  Justice  of  the 
Common  Pleas,  and  also  for  his  elder  brother  John  Fitzherbert.^ 
It  is  difiGlcult  to  credit  the  Judge — ^immersed  in  judicial  and  political 
duties,  and  absorbed  in  the  composition  of  legal  works — ^with  the 
practical  knowledge  of  farming  displayed  in  the  Book  of  HuAandry. 

1  The  dispute  as  to  the  authorship  of  the  Books  of  Htuibandfy  and  Surveying 
is  ancient.  Professor  Skeat  (IiUroducHon  to  the  Book  of  Hiubandry,  English 
Dialect  Society,  1SS2),  and  Mr.  Bigg  {DicHonary  of  NaHomd  Biography) 
champion  Sir  Anthony :  the  Rev.  Reginald  Fitzherbert  {English  Historioal 
Review,  April,  1807),  Sir  Ernest  Clarke^  whose  knowledge  of  agricultural 
bibliography  is  imrivalled  (jTrtwMaeliona  of  Bibliog.  8oo,  1896,  p.  100),  and 
Mr.  Gay  (Q%tartieTly  Journal  of  Eoonomioe^  1004)  support  the  elder  brother, 
John.  The  Catalogue  of  the  British  Museum  now  attributes  the  authorship 
of  both  books  to  John  Fitaherbert.  Berthelet,  who  printed  the  edition  of 
1534,  speaks  of  the  author,  in  the  passage  quoted  in  the  text,  as  though  he 
were  dead.  This  would  be  true  of  John  Fitzherbert,  who  died  in  1531,  but 
not  of  Sir  Anthony,  who  lived  till  1538.  The  "  XL  yeres  "  experience,  from 
which  the  author  wrote,  could  not  be  claimed  by  Sir  Anthony  in  1523 ;  it 
might  well  have  belonged  to  John,  who  was  his  elder  brother.  It  is  known 
that  John  Fitzherbert  was  for  four  years  a  student  at  the  Inns  of  Court, 
where  he  might  have  laid  the  foundation  of  his  legal  knowledge. 
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It  is  much  less  difficult  to  imagine  that  John  Fitzherbert  should 
combine  minute  experience  of  agricultural  details  with  a  sufficient 
knowledge  of  law  to  write  the  Book  of  Surveying.  At  any  rate, 
the  Book  of  Husbandry  became,  and  for  more  than  half  a  century 
remained,  a  standard  work  on  English  farming. 

Thirty-four  years  later  appeared  Thomas  Tusser's  HundreA  Oood 
Poinies  of  Htubandrie  (1567).    The  work  was  afterwards  expanded 
into  Five  Hundreih  PoinUs  of  Oood  HuAandrie,  untied  to  m  many 
Oood  Pointes  of  Huawifery  (1673).    like  Fitzherbert,  Tusser  was  a 
champion  of  enclosures,  and  his  evidence  is  the  more  valuable 
because  he  was  not  only  an  Essex  man,  a  Suffolk  and  a  Norfolk 
farmer,  but  began  to  write  when  the  agitation  against  enclosures  in 
the  eastern  counties  was  at  its  height.    His  own  life  proved  the  diffi- 
culty of  combining  practice  with  science,  or  farming  with  poetry. 
*'  He  spread  his  bread,"  says  Fuller,  *^  with  all  sorts  of  butter,  yet 
none  would  ever  stick  thereon."    He  was  successively  '*  a  musician, 
schoolmaster,  serving-man,  husbandman,  grazier,  poet — ^more  skilful 
in  all  than  thriving  in  his  vocation."    To  the  present  generation  he 
is  little  more  than  a  name.    But  his  doggerel  poems  are  a  rich 
storehouse  of  proverbial  wisdom,  and  of  information  respecting 
the  rural  life,  domestic  economy,  and  agricultural  practices  of  our 
Elizabethan  ancestors.    His  work  was  repeatedly  reprinted.    It  is 
also  often  quoted  by  subsequent  writers,  as,  for  example,  by  Henry 
Best  in  his  Fanning  Book  (1641),  by  Walter  Blith  in  his  English 
Improver  Improved  (1649),  and  by  WorUdge  in  the  Systema  Agri- 
cutturae  (1668-9).    The  practical  parts  of  the  poem  were  edited  in 
1710  by  David  Hillman  under  the  title  of  Tusser  Bedivivus,  with  a 
commentary  which   continually   contrasts   Elizabethan  practices 
with  those  of  farmers  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne.    When  Lord 
Molesworth  in  1723  proposed  the  foundation  of  agricultural  schools, 
he  advised  that  Tusser 's  *'  Five  hundred  points  of  good  husbandry 
should  be  "  taught  to  the  boys  to  read,  to  copy  and  get  by  heart. 

From  the  pages  of  Fitzherbert  and  Tusser  may  be  gathered  a 
picture  of  Tudor  agriculture  at  the  time  when  Elizabeth  came  to 
the  throne.  But  even  in  this  literature,  which  probably  represents 
the  most  progressive  theory  and  practice  of  farming,  it  is  difficult 
to  trace  any  important  change,  still  less  any  distinot  advance  on 
thirteenth  century  methods.  Here  and  there,  on  the  contrary, 
there  are  signs  that  farmers  had  gone  backwards  instead  of  forwards. 
Agricultural  implements  remained  ^unaltered.    Ploughs  were  still 
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the  same  heavy,  cumbrous  instruments,  though  several  varieties 

are  mentioned  as  adapted  to  the  different  soils  of  the  country.    But 

Fitzherbert  was  familiar  with  the  same  device  for  regulating  the 

depth  and  breadth  of  furrows,  which  was  one  of  the  most  notable 

improvements  in  the  eighteenth  century  ploughs.    Oxen  were  still 

preferred  to  horses  for  ploughing  purposes  by  both  Fitzherbert  and 

Tusser.    Iron  was  more  used  in  the  construction  of  ploughs  ;  both 

share  and  coulter  were  more  generally  of  iron,  and  the  latter  was 

well  steeled.    Iron  also  entered  more  largely  into  the  building  of 

waggons.    Instead  of  the  broad  wheels  made  entirely  of  wood, 

Fitzherbert  recommends  narrower  wheels,  bound  with  iron,  as  more 

lasting  and  lighter  in  the  draught.    So  long  as  artificial  grasses 

and  roots  were  unknown,  the  farmer's  year  necessarily  remained 

the  same — ^its  calendar  of  seasonable  operations  regulated  by  the 

recurrence  qf  saints'  da]^  and  festivals,  and  controlled  by  a  belief 

in  planetary  influences  as  unscientific  as  that  of  Old  Moore  or  Zadkiel. 

Since  the  Middle  Ages,  the  only  addition  to  agricultural  resources 

had  been  hops,  introduced  into  the  eastern  counties  from  Flanders 

at  the  end  of  the  fifteenth  century.    The  date  1524,  which  is  usually 

given  for  their  introduction,  is  too  late ;   so  also  is  the  rhyme,  of 

which  there  are  several  variations  : 

"  Hops,  reformation,  bays,  and  beer. 
Came  into  England  all  in  one  year." 

Hops  were  apparently  unknown  in  1523  to  Fitzherbert  in  Derby- 
shire ;  but  in  1552  they  were  sufficiently  important  to  be  made  the 
subject  of  special  legislation  by  Edward  VI.  In  Tusser's  day  tiiey 
were  extensively  cultivated  in  Suffolk.  On  enclosed  land  tiieir 
cultivation  rapidly  increased.  Harrison  (1577)  questions  whether 
any  better  are  to  be  found  than  those  grown  in  England. 
Reginald  Scot,  himself  a  man  of  Kent,  published  his  Perfiie 
PkUforme  of  a  Hoppe  Garden  in  1574,  with  minute  instructions 
for  the  growing,  picking,  drying  and  packing  of  hops.  The 
book  was  reprinted  in  1575,  and  again  in  1576.  It  was  still  the 
standard  work  in  1651.  In  Harthb's  Legade  it  is  called  *'  an 
excellei^t  Treatise,  to  the  which  little  or  nothing  hath  been  added, 
though  the  best  part  of  an  hundred  years  are  since  past." 

Fitzherbert  starts  his  Book  of  Hiubandry  with  the  month  of 
January.  But  Tusser  begins  his  fanner's  year  at  Michaelmas  as 
the  usual  date  of  entry.  Both  writers  note  that  an  open-field  farmer 
entered  by  custom  on  his  fallows  on  the  preceding  Lady-Day,  in 
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order  that  he  might  get  or  keep  them  in  good  heart  for  his  autumn 
sowing.  As  the  Julian  Calendar  was  still  in  force,  the  dates  are 
twelve  days  earlier  than  they  would  be  under  the  present  Gregorian 
Calendar.  Even  with  this  difference,  few  farmers  of  to-day  would 
accept  Tusser's  advice  to  sow  oats  and  barley  in  January ;  they 
would  be  more  likely  to  agree  with  Fitzherbert  that  the  beginning 
of  March  is  soon  enough.  AU  wheat  and  rye  were  sown  in  the 
autumn, — ^from  August  onwards, — and  the  heaviest  grain  was 
selected  for  seed  by  means  of  the  casting  shoveL  Neither  of  the 
writers  speak  of  spring  wheat,  possibly  because  the  preparation  for 
it  would  not  fit  in  with  the  rigid  rules  of  open-field  farming  ;  but 
both  mention  other  varieties  in  the  three  com  crops.  Fitzherbert 
thinks  that  red  wheat,  sprot  barley,  and  red  oats  are  the  best,  and 
peck  wheat,  here  barley,  and  rough  oats  the  worst  varieties.  Mixed 
crops  were  popular,  such  as  dredge,  or  barley  and  oats  ;  bolymong, 
or  oats,  pease,  and  vetches  ;  and  wheat  and  rye.  As  to  the  mixed 
sowing  of  wheat  and  rye,  the  authors  differ.  Probably  their 
respective  experiences  in  Derb3mhire  and  Suffolk  diverged.  Fitz- 
herbert advises  that  wheat  and  rye  should  be  sown  together,  as  the 
blend  makes  the  safest  crop  and  the  best  for  the  husbandman's 
household  ;  but  he  recommends  that  white  wheat  be  chosen  because 
it  is  the  quickest  to  arrive  at  maturity.^  He  was  therefore  no 
believer  in  the  slowness  of  rye  to  ripen.  Tusser,  on  the  other  hand, 
condemns  the  practice  of  sowing  the  two  corns  together  because  of 
the  slow  maturity  of  rye  as  compared  with  the  relative  rapidity 
of  wheat.  If  they  are  to  be  blended,  he  says,  let  it  be  done  by  the 
miUer.  The  seed  was  to  be  covered  in  as  soon  as  possible.  On 
the  time-honoured  question  whether  rooks  are  greater  malefactors 
than  benefactors, — ^whether  they  prefer  grubs  and  worms  to  grain, — 
neither  writer  has  any  doubt.  Both  give  their  verdict  against  the 
bird,  in  the  spirit  of  the  legislation  of  their  day.*  As  soon  as  the 
com  is  in,  says  Fitzherbert,  it  should  be  harrowed,  or  **  croues, 
doues,  and  other  Byrdes  wyll  eate  and  beare  away  the  comes." 
Tusser  advises  that  girls  should  be  armed  with  slings,  and  boys 
with  bows,  "  to  scare  away  pigeon,  the  rook,  and  the  crow."  Both 
writers  urge  the  preparation  of  a  fine  tilth  for  barley, — ^in  rural 

^ Henry  Best,  writing  a  century  later  (1641),  preferred  "Kentish  wheate 
.  .  .  or  that  which  (hereabouts)  is  called  Dodde-reade '*  {Farming  Book, 
p.  46). 

*  JB.g.  24  Hen.  VIII.  c.  10;   8  Eliz.  c.  15. 
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phrase  "  as  fine  as  an  ant-hill," — and  advise  that  it  should  be  rolled. 
Tusser  recommends  that  wheat  should  also  be  rolled,  if  the  land 
is  sufficiently  dry.  For  seeding,  Fitzherbert  adopts  the  mediaeval 
rule  of  two  bushels  of  wheat  and  rye  to  the  acre.  AU  seeds  were 
scattered  broadcast  by  the  hand  from  the  hopper.  Neither  writer 
mentions  the  dibbing  of  beans,  though  that  useful  practice  had  been 
introduced  by  thirteenth  century  farmers.  For  barley,  oats,  and 
"codware,"  Fitzherbert  recommends  a  thicker  seeding  than  was 
practised  in  mediaeval  farming.  The  best  jnield  per  acre  is  obtained 
from  moderate  or  thin  sowing.  But  it  has  been  suggested  that 
Elizabethan  farmers  more  often  allowed  their  land  to  become  foul, 
and  that  crops  were  more  thickly  sown  in  the  hope  of  saving  them 
from  being  smothered.  The  suggestion  is  perhaps  confirmed  by 
the  space  which  Fitzherbert  devotes  to  weeds,  and  by  his  careful 
description  of  the  most  noxious  plants.  At  harvest,  wheat  and  rye 
were  generally  cut  with  the  sickle,  and  barley  and  oats  were  mown 
with  the  scythe.  Fitzherbert  advises  that  com  ricks  should  be 
built  on  scaffolds  and  not  on  the  ground.  In  the  eighteenth  century 
the  advice  was  still  given  and  still  unheeded.  / 

In  their  treatment  of  drainage  and  manure,  neither  author  makes 
any  advance  on  mediaeval  practice.  To  prevent  excessive  wetness, 
both  advise  a  water-furrow  to  be  drawn  across  the  ridges  on  the 
lowest  part  of  the  land  ;  but  neitiier  describes  the  shallow  drains, 
filled  with  stones,  and  covered  in  with  turf,  which  were  familiar  to 
farmers  in  the  Middle  Ages.  Mole-heaps,  if  carefully  spread,  are 
not  an  unmixed  evil.  But  when  Tusser  champions  the  mole  as  a 
useful  drainer  of  wet  pastures,  it  is  evident  that  the  science  of 
draining  was  yet  unborn.  In  choice  of  manure,  neither  writer 
appears  to  command  the  resources  of  his  ancestors.  The  want  of 
fertilising  agencies  was  then,  and  may  even  now  prove  to  be,  one 
of  the  obstacles  to  small  holdings.  At  the  present  day  the  small 
cultivator  can,  if  he  has  money  enough,  buy  chemical  manures,  and, 
unlike  his  Elizabethan  ancestor,  he  no  longer  uses  his  straw  or  the 
dung  of  his  cattle  as  fuel.  But  when  chemical  manures  were 
unknown,  it  was  imperatively  necessary  to  employ  all  natural 
fertilisers.  Fitzherbert  does  indeed  deplore  the  disappearance  of 
the  practice  of  marling.^    But  Tusser  does  not  mention  the  value 

^  Arthur  Standish,  writing  in  1611,  says  that  straw  and  dung  were  used 
as  fuel  {T?ie  Cormnona  Oomplaint,  p.  2),  and  Markham  {EnrichmetU  of  the 
Weaid  of  Kent)  shows  the  antiquity  of  the  practioe  of  marling  by  saying  that 
trees  of  200  or  300  years  old  may  be  seen  in  "  innumerable  "  spent  marl-pits. 
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of  marl,  lime,  chalk,  soot,  or  town  refuse,  all  of  which  were  used  in 
the  Ifiddle  Ages,  and  it  is  doubtful  whether  mediaeval  fanners 
followed  lus  practice  of  rotting  straw  in  pits  filled  with  water,  or  of 
carting  manure  on  to  the  land  and  leaving  it  in  heaps  for  a  month 
before  it  was  spread  or  ploughed  in.  One  new  practice,  and  that 
a  miserable  one,  is  recommended.  It  is  suggested  that  buck-wheat 
should  be  sown  and  ploughed  in,  in  order  to  enrich  the  soil. 

Both  Tusser  and  Fitzherbert  advise  that  on  open-field  land  the 
sheep  should  be  folded  from  May  to  early  in  September.  But 
Fitzhorbert  believed  that  folding  fostered  the  scab.  Among  the 
practical  advantages  of  enclosures  which  he  urges  is  the  opportunity 
that  they  afforded  to  farmers  of  dispensing  with  the  common  fold, 
saving  the  fees  to  the  conmion  shepherd  and  the  cost  of  hurdles  and 
stakes,  and  keeping  their  flocks  in  better  health.  June  was  the 
month  for  shearing.  Fitzherbert  recommends  that  sheep  should 
be  carefully  washed  before  they  were  shorn,  *'  the  which  shall  be 
to  the  owner  greate  profyte  "  in  the  sale  of  his  wool.  Probably 
the  modem  farmer  has  found  that  his  unwashed  wool  at  a  greater 
weight  but  a  lower  price  is  worth  as  much  as  his  washed  wool  at 
less  weight  and  a  higher  price.  Fitzherbert  considers  sheep  to  be 
"  the  most  profitable  cattle  that  any  man  can  have."  But,  until 
the  introduction  of  turnips,  the  true  value  of  sheep  on  arable  land 
could  not  be  realised.  Hence  the  two  branches  of  farming,  which 
are  now  combined  with  advantage  to  both  the  sheep  farmer  and 
the  corn-grower,  were  entirely  dissevered.  Until  clover,  artificial 
grasses,  turnips,  swedes,  mangolds  took  their  place  among  the 
ordinary  crops  for  which  arable  land  was  cultivated,  no  fanner 
experienced  the  fuU  truth  of  the  saying  that  the  foot  of  the  sheep 
turns  sand  into  gold.  The  practice  of  milking  ewes  still  continued. 
Fitzherbert  condemns  it ;  but  Tusser,  though  he  notices  the  injuri- 
ous results,  weakens  the  effect  of  his  warning  by  promising  that 
five  ewes  will  give  as  much  milk  as  one  cow.  Neither  Fitzherbert 
nor  Tusser  has  anything  to  say  on  the  improvement  of  breeds  of 
cattle  for  the  special  purposes  that  they  serve.  The  *' general 
utility  "  animal  was  still  their  ideal.  Yet  the  root  of  the  matter  is 
in  Fitzherbert,  when  he  says  that  a  man  cannot  thrive  by  com 
unless  he  have  live-stock,  and  that  the  man  who  tries  to  keep  live- 
stock without  com  is  either  "  a  buyer,  a  borrower,  or  a  beggar." 
If  once  the  difficulty  of  winter  keep  could  be  solved,  here  was  the 
secret  of  mixed  husbandry  realised,  and  the  truth  of  the  maxim 
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verified  that  a  full  bullock  yaid  makes  a  full  staok-yaid.  On 
hones  and  horse-dealing  Fitzherbert  is  full  of  shrewdness.  He 
defines  the  horse-master,  the  ""  oorser "  and  the  "  horse  leche." 
''  And  whan  these  three  be  mette/'  he  dryly  observes,  '*  if  yeh  adde 
a  poty-oarye  to  make  the  fourthe,  ye  myghte  have  suche  foure, 
that  it  were  harde  to  truste  the  best  of  them." 

The  times  at  which  Fitzherbert  and  Tusser  respectively  wrote  give 
special  interest  to  their  championship  of  enclosures.  As  has  been 
already  noticed,  both  wrote  when  the  agitation  against  the  progress 
of  the  movement  was  at  its  height,  and  Tusser  was  familiar  with 
the  eastern  counties  at  the  moment  of  Kett's  insurrection  in  Norfolk. 
As  practical  farmers  both  writers  insist  on  the  evils  of  the  open- 
field  system  ;  but  it  fell  within  the  province  of  neither  to  criticise 
the  tyrannical  proceedings  by  which  those  evils  were  often  remedied. 
They  rather  dwell  on  the  superior  yield  of  enclosed  lands,^  and  on 
the  obstacles  to  successful  farming  presented  by  open-'fields — the 
perpetual  disputes,  the  damage  to  crops,  the  waste  of  land  by  the 
multitude  of  drift-wa]^,  the  cost  of  swineherds,  cowherds,  and 
shepherds  who  were  employed  as  human  fences  to  the  com  and 
meadows.  Incidentally  also  they  reveal  many  practical  difGloulties 
of  the  open-field  farmer  in  ploughing  and  draining.  During  the 
winter  months,  he  was  obliged  to  bring  his  live-stock  in  sooner, 
keep  them  longer,  and  feed  them  at  greater  cost,  than  his  neighbour 
on  enclosed  land.  For  winter  keep,  when  his  hay  and  straw  were 
running  out,  he  had  nothing  to  rely  on  but  ''  browse  "  or  tree- 
loppings.  In  rearing  live-stock  he  was  heavily  handicapped. 
Unless  he  had  pasture  of  his  own,  he  was  forced  to  time  his  lambs 
to  fall  towards  the  middle  of  March.    Hence  the  proverb  : 

"  At  St.  Luke's  day  (Oct.  18,  Greg.  CaL) 
Let  tup  have  play.** 

Thus  he  risked  losing  lambs  because  the  conmion  shepherd  had  too 
much  on  his  hands  at  once  ;  his  lambs  lost  a  month  on  the  meadow 
before  it  was  put  up  for  hay  ;  and  the  owner  missed  the  profits  of 
an  early  sale  at  Helenmas  (May  21),  and  had  to  sell,  if  he  sold 
at  all,  at  the  same  time  as  all  other  open-field  farmers.  The  same 
restrictions  hampered  him  in  rearing  calves.  He  could  not  afford 
to  keep  the  cow  and  calf  in  the  winter ;  therefore  he  was  obliged 
to  time  the  caJf  to  come  after  Candlemas. 
These  and  other  disadvantages  convinced  practical  agriculturists 

^  See  oh.  iii.  pp.  65-66. 
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of  the  inferiority  of  the  open-field  system.  Experience  was  in 
favour  of  enclosures.  Fitzherbert  points  to  the  prosperity  of  Essex 
as  an  example  of  the  advantage  of  enclosures.  The  author  of  the 
Compendious  or  Briefe  Ezaminaiion  says  that  '*  the  countries  where 
most  enclosures  be  are  most  wealthie,  as  Essex,  Kent,  Deven- 
shire."  So  also  Tusser  compares  '*  champion  "  (open)  counties, 
like  Noifolk  and  Cambridgeshire,  with  *'  enclosed  "  counties,  like 
Essex  and  Suffolk  and  says  that  the  latter  have 


«< 


More  plenty  of  mutton  and  biefe. 
Come,  butter,  and  cheese  of  the  beet. 

More  wealth  anywhere,  to  be  briefe. 

More  people,  more  handsome  and  preet.  .  .  . 


»> 


The  proverbial  expression  "  Suffolk  stiles  "  seems  to  point  to  the 
early  extinction  of  open-fields.  Norden  in  his  Essex  Described'^ 
(1594)  calls  the  county  the  ''  Englishe  Goshen,  the  fattest  of  the 
Lande ;  comparable  to  Palestraa,  that  flowed  with  milke  and 
hunnye."  So  "  manie  and  sweete  '*  were  the  "  commodeties  "  of 
Essex,  that  they  compensated  for  the  ''moste  cruell  quarteme  fever  " 
which  he  caught  among  its  low-lying  lands.  Every  practical  argu- 
ment that  could  be  pleaded  against  open-field  farms  in  the  days 
of  Henry  Vlll.  or  Elizabeth  might  be  uiged  against  the  system 
with  treble  force  from  the  end  of  the  eighteenth  century  onwards, 
when  farming  had  grown  more  scientific,  when  new  crops  had  been 
introduced,  when  drainage  had  been  reduced  to  a  science,  and  when, 
under  the  pressure  of  a  rapidly  increasing  population,  farms  were 
becoming  factories  of  bread  and  meat. 

Enclosures  undoubtedly  assisted  farming  progress.  Before  the 
end  of  the  reign  the  effect  of  the  movement,  combined  with  increased 
facilities  of  communication,  is  distinctly  visible.  Under  the  spur 
which  individual  occupation  and  better  markets  gave  to  enter- 
prise, '*  the  soQ,"  as  Harrison  says,  *'  had  growne  to  be  more 
fruitful,  and  the  countryman  more  painful,  more  careful,  and  more 
skilful  for  recompense  of  gain."  Increased  attention  was  paid  to 
manuring.  In  Cornwall,  farmers  rode  many  miles  for  sand  and 
brought  it  home  on  horseback ;  sea-weed  was  extensively  used  in 
South  Wales  ;  in  Sussex,  lime  was  fetched  from  a  distance  at  heavy 
expense  ;  in  Hertfordshire,  the  sweepings  of  the  streets  were  bought 
up  for  use  on  the  lemd.  The  yield  of  com  per  acre  was  rising.  On 
the  well-tiUed  smd  dressed  acre,  we  are  told  that  wheat  now  averaged 

1  Camden  Society  (1840),  p.  7. 

G 


98  THE  BEION  OF  ELIZABETH 

twenty  bushels,  and  that  barley  sometimes  rose  to  thirty-two 
bushels,  and  oats  and  beans  to  forty  bushels.  The  improvement  of 
pastures  is  shown  in  the  increased  size  and  weight  of  live-stock. 
The  average  dead  weight  of  sheep  and  cattle  in  1500  probably  did 
not  exceed  28  lbs.  and  320  lbs.  respectively.  At  the  beginning  of 
the  seventeenth  century  the  dead  weight  of  the  oxen  and  sheep 
supplied  to  the  Prince  of  Wales's  household  was  no  doubt  excep- 
tional ;  but  the  difference  is  considerable.  '*  An  ox  should  weigh 
600  lbs.  the  four  quarters  ...  a  mutton  should  weigh  46  lbs.  or  44 
lbs."  A  new  incentive  to  improvement  in  arable  farming  and  stock- 
rearing  was  supplied  by  the  lower  price  of  wool,  consequent  partly 
on  over-production,  partly  on  deterioration  in  quality.  This 
deterioration  was  in  some  cases  the  result  of  enclosures.  The  wool 
was  sacrificed  to  the  mutton,  and  the  demand  for  butcher's  meat 
was  not  yet  sufficient  to  make  the  sacrifice  profitable.  When 
English  wool  first  came  into  the  Flemish  market,  it  was  distinguished 
for  its  fineness,  and  sold  at  a  higher  rate  than  its  Spanish  rival.  It 
was  indispensable  for  the  foreign  weaver.  The  best  fleeces  were 
those  of  the  Byeland  or  Herefordshire  sheep,  for  which  Leominster 
was  the  principal  market.  In  the  days  of  Skelton,  Elynour  Rum- 
m3mge,  ale-wife  of  Leatherhead,  had  no  enviable  reputation ;  but 
when  her  customers  made  a  payment  in  kind,  she  was  a  shrewd 
judge  of  its  value  : 

"  Some  fill  their  pot  full 
Of  good  Lemster  wool." 

Drayton's  Dowsabel  had  a  *'  skin  as  soft  as  Lemster  wool."  Rabe- 
lais makes  Panurge  cheapen  the  flock  of  Ding-dong  ;  and  when  the 
latter  descants  upon  the  fineness  of  their  wool,  the  English  translator 
(Motteux,  1717)  compares  them  to  the  quality  of  '*  Lemynster 
wool."  From  the  preamble  to  a  statute  of  the  reign  of  James  I. 
(4  Jac.  I.  c.  2.)  it  would  seem  that  Ryeland  flocks  were  cotted  all 
the  year.  The  second  price  was  fetched  by  Cotswold  wool.  The 
sheep  that  are  kept  on  downs,  heaths  and  commons  produce  the 
finest,  though  not  the  heaviest,  fieeces.  It  was  the  exi)erience  of 
Virgil : 

**  Si  tibi  lanioium  ourae,  .  .  .  fuge  pabula  laeta." 

In  the  same  sense  wrote  Dyer : 


c« 


On  spaciouB  cury  downs,  and  gentle  hills, 

With  grass  and  thyme  o'erspread,  and  clover  wild, 

The  fairest  flocks  rejoice  ! 


»» 
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Aa  the  commons  and  wastes  of  England  began  to  be  extensively 
enclosed,  the  quality  of  the  fleece  deteriorated.  Heavier  fi.nimii.lH — 
better  suited  to  fat  enclosed  pastures,  and  producing  coarser  wool — 
were  introduced.  English  wool  lost  its  pre-eminence  abroad  ;  and, 
though  still  commanding  high  prices,  was  no  longer  indispensable  for 
foreign  weavers.  The  loss  was  to  a  great  extent  counterbalanced 
by  increased  consumption  at  home.  But,  at  the  time,  the  decrease 
in  value  was  at  least  as  influential  in  checking  the  conversion  of 
arable  land  to  pasture  as  were  Acts  of  Parliament. 

Open-field  farms  were  not  as  yet  such  obstacles  to  agricultural 
progress  as  they  became  after  the  discovery  of  new  resources  and 
new  rotations  of  crops  which  could  only  be  utilised  to  full  advantage 
on  enclosed  lands.  But  already  these  new  sources  of  wealth  were 
in  sight.  The  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of  mediaeval  and  Tudor 
farmers  were  want  of  winter  keep  and  lack  of  means  to  maintain  or 
restore  the  fertiUty  of  exhausted  soils.  In  the  agricultural  literature 
of  Elizabeth  the  remedy  for  both  is  dimly  suggested. 

In  1677  appeared  Faure  Bookea  of  Huebandry}  to  which  Bamaby 
Googe,  a  better  poet  than  Tusser,  gave  his  name.  The  work  was  a 
translation  of  Heresbach,  with  16  additional  pages  by  the  translator. 
Googe  mentions  Fitzherbert  or  Tusser  as  writers  worthy  to  be 
ranked  with  '*  Varro,  Columella,  and  PaUadius  of  Rome  "  ;  advises 
agriculturists  to  read  '"Maister  Beynolde  Scot's  booke  of  Hoppe 
Gardens  "  ;  and  quotes  an  imposing  list  of  '*  Aucthors  and  Hus- 
bandes  whose  aucthoritiee  and  observations  are  used  in  this  book.'' 
By  this  reference  he  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  all  the  men 
whose  names  he  mentions  had  written  books  on  farming,  but  rather 
that  he  had  consulted  those  who  were  reputed  to  be  most  skilful  in 
its  practice.  In  other  words,  there  were  already  agriculturists, 
like  "Capt.  Byngham,"  ''John  Somer,"  ''Richard  Deeryng," 
''  Henry  Denys,"  or  '^  William  Pratte,"  whose  methods  were  an 
object  lesson  to  their  less  advanced  neighbours.  Oooge's  book  has 
been  despised  because  it  was  "  made  in  Germany."  But  in  this 
fact  lies  its  chief  value.  The  farming  of  the  Low  Countries  was 
better  than  the  farming  of  England,  and  Googe  gives  English  agri- 
culturists the  benefit  of  foreign  experience.  He  is  tiie  first  writer 
to  mention  a  reaping  machine-—''  a  lowe  kinde  of  cane  with  a 
couple  of  wheeles  and  tiie  frunt  armed  with  sharpe  syckles,  whiche, 

^  Foure  Booker  of  Htuibandry,  ooUeoted  by  If.  Ckmradus  HeresbaohituB . . . 
Newdy  Englished  and  inozeMed  by  Banmbe  Googe  Eequire,  London,  1677. 
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forced  by  the  beaste  through  the  oome,  did  out  down  al  before  it/' 
He  iiiBistB  on  the  extreme  importance  of  manure,  and  the  value  of 
marl,  chalk,  and  ashes.  But  he  does  not  consider  that  farmers 
can  thrive  by  manure  alone.  On  the  contrary,  he  thinks  that  "  the 
best  doung  for  ground  is  the  Maister's  foot,  and  the  best  provender 
for  the  house  the  Maister's  eye."  He  also  gives  a  caution  against 
the  persistent  use  of  chalk,  because,  in  the  end,  it "  brings  the  grounde 
to  be  Starke  nought,  whereby  the  common  people  have  a  speache, 
that  grounde  enriched  with  chalke  makes  a  riche  father  and  a 
beggerly  sonne."  He  mentions  the  use  of  rape  in  the  Principality 
of  Oeves,  a  valuable  suggestion  whether  for  green-manuring,  for 
the  oil  in  its  seeds,  or  for  use  as  fodder  for  sheep.  He  commends 
*'  Trefoil  or  Burgundian  grass,"  which  he  believes  to  be  of  Moorish 
origin  and  Spanish  introduction,  for  '*  there  can  be  no  better  fodder 
devised  for  cattell."  He  says  that  turnips  have  been  found  in  the 
Low  Countries  to  be  good  for  Uve-stock,  and  that,  if  sown  at  Ifid- 
summer,  they  will  be  ready  for  winter  food.  In  English  gardens 
turnips  were  abeady  known.  They  appear  under  the  name  of 
*'  tumepez  "  among  "  Botys  for  a  gardyn  "  in  a  fifteenth  century 
book  of  cookery  recipes  ;  Andrew  Borde  ^  (1542)  recommends  them 
*'  boyled  and  eaten  with  flesshe  "  ;  William  Turner,  the  herbalist, 
mentions  that  "  the  great  round  rape  called  a  tumepe  groweth  in 
very  great  plenty  in  all  Germany  and  more  about  London  then 
in  any  other  place  of  England  "  :  Tusser  classes  them  among  *'  roots 
to  boil  and  to  butter  "  ;  but  Oooge,  though  only  as  a  translator, 
was  the  first  writer  to  suggest  that  field  cultivation  of  turnips 
which  revolutionised  Engh'sh  farming. 

Another  Elizabethan  writer  makes  the  first  attempt  to  combine 
science  witii  practice.  Sir  Hugh  Plat  was  an  ingenious  inventor, 
and,  as  Sir  Bichard  Weston  calls  him,  ''  the  most  curious  man  of 
lus  time."  He  devotes  the  second  part  of  his  JeweU  House  of  Art 
and  Nainre  (1694)  to  the  scientific  manuring  of  arable  and  pasture 
land.  Manure  presents  itself  to  his  poetic  mind  as  a  €k)dde6s  with 
a  Oomucopia  in  her  hand.  If  land,  he  says,  ia  perpetually  cropped, 
the  earth  is  robbed  of  her  vegetative  salt,  and  ceases  to  bear.  The 
object,  therefore,  of  the  wise  husbandman  must  be  to  restore  this 
essential  element  of  fertility.  His  list  of  manurial  substances  is 
long.  He  recommends  not  only  farm-yard  dung,  but  marl,  lime, 
street  refuse,  the  subsoil  of  ponds  and  '*  watrie  bottomes/'  salt, 

^  Dyeiaryf  oh.  six. 
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ashes  from  the  bamixig  of  stubble,  weeds,  and  bracken ;  the  hair 
of  beasts,  malt  dost,  soap-ashes,  patrified  pilchards,  garbage  of 
fish,  blood  offal  and  the  entrails  of  animals.  He  warns  farmers 
of  the  difficulty  in  discovering  the  right  proportion  of  marl  to  lay 
on  different  sorts  of  soil.  He  condemns  the  waste  of  the  richest 
properties  of  farm-yard  manure,  and  recommends  the  use  of  covers 
to  all  pits  used  for  its  accumulation.  He  himself  used  a  bam  roof 
at  his  farm  at  St.  Albans,  which  moved  up  and  down  on  upright 
supports,  so  that  the  muck-heap  could  be  raised,  yet  always  remain 
under  cover.  In  his  Arte  of  setting  of  Come  (1600)  he  advocates 
dibbing  as  superior  to  broadcast  sowing.  He  traces  the  origin 
of  the  practice  to  the  accident  of  a  silly  wench,  who  deposited 
some  seeds  of  wheat  in  holes  intended  for  carrots.  He  goes  so 
far  as  to  say  that,  by  dibbing,  the  average  yield  of  wheat  per 
acre  would  be  raised  from  4  quarters  to  16  quarters ! 

The  growth  of  an  agricultural  literature,  as  well  as  Googe's  list 
of  notable  authorities,  sug^jest  that  landowners  were  beginning  to 
interest  themselves  in  com  and  cattle.  Probably  their  taste  for 
fanning  was  encouraged  by  the  fashionable  love  for  horticulture. 
In  the  fourteenth  and  fifteenth  centuries  both  had  declined  :  in  the 
Tudor  age  both  revived.  The  garden  was  the  precursor  of  the 
home-farm.  In  the  reign  of  Elizabeth,  gardening  became  one  of 
the  pursuits  and  pleasures  of  English  country  life.  The  art  was 
loved  by  Bacon  ;  it  was  patronised  by  Burghley  and  Walsingham  ; 
it  gathered  round  it  a  rich  literature ;  it  claimed  the  services  of 
explorers  and  builders  of  Empire  Uke  Sir  Walter  Raleigh.  Tudor 
architects  used  pleasure  gardeiis  to  cany  on  and  support  the  lines 
of  their  main  buildings,  and  even  repeated  the  patterns  oi  their 
mural  decorations  in  the  geometrical  ''  Knots "  of  their  flower 
borders;  but  they  banished  kitchen  gardens  out  of  sight.  The 
cultivation  of  vegetables  made  less  progress  than  that  of  flowers 
and  fruits.  This  useful  side  of  horticulture,  Uke  farming,  was  as 
yet  compajratively  neglected  by  the  Tudor  gentry.  But  an  advance 
was  made.  The  first  step  was  to  recover  lost  ground.  In  order 
to  flatter  Elizabeth,  Hcurison  probably  exaggerated  the  disuse  of 
vegetables  before  the  accession  of  her  father.  He  over-states  his 
case  when  he  says  that  garden-produce,  which  before  was  treated 
as  fit  for  hogs  and  savage  beasts,  now  supplied  not  only  food  for 
the  *^  poore  commons  "  but  *'  daintie  dishes  at  the  tables  of  delicate 
merchants,  gentlemen,  and  the  nobilitie."    It  was  doubtless  traa 
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that  the  art  of  gardening,  like  that  of  farming,  had  declined  during 
the  period  whioh  preceded  Tudor  times.  Yet  in  the  decadent 
fifteenth  century,  rape,  carrote,  parsnips,  turnips,  cabbages,  leeks, 
onions,  garlic,  as  well  as  numerous  ''  Herbes  for  Potage,"  and 
'*  Herbes  for  a  salade  **  appeared  in  a  book  on  gardens,^  or  in  the 
recipes  of  cookery  books.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  said  that,  in 
the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.,  Queen  Catherine  was  provided  with  salads 
from  Flanders,  because  none  could  be  furnished  at  home,  and  that 
onions  and  cabbages,  known  in  the  reign  of  Henry  III.  and  praised 
by  Piers  Plowman,  were  in  the  first  part  of  the  fifteenth  century 
imported  from  the  Low  Countries.  Now,  however,  in  the  reign  of 
Henry  Vlll.  and  onwards,  gardening,  as  Fuller  says,  began  to  creep 
out  of  Holland  into  England.  In  Shakespeare's  day,  it  may  be 
remembered  that  potatoes  *  as  yet  only  '*  rained  from  the  sky  "  and 
that  Anne  Page  would  rather 

**  be  set  quick  i*  the  earth. 
And  bowled  to  death  with  tumips,'* 

than  marry  the  wrong  man.  Sandwich  became  famous  for  its 
carrots,  and  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Fulham,  and  along  the  Suffolk 
coast,  gardens  were  laid  oiit  in  which  vegetables  were,  extensively 
cultivated.  In  rich  men's  gardens  potatoes  found  a  place  after 
1585,  though  for  some  years  to  come,  they  were  regarded,  and  sold, 
as  luxuries.  Here  then  were  accumulating  new  sources  of  future 
advance  in  farming.  Yet  progress  must  have  been  slow.  Robert 
Child,  writing  anonymously  on  the  *'  Deficiencies  "  of  agriculture 
in  1651,'  says :  '*  Some  old  men  in  Surrey,  where  it  (the  Art  of 
Oardening)  flourisheth  very  much  at  present,  report.  That  they 
knew  the  first  Oardiners  that  came  into  those  parts,  to  plant  Cab- 
ageSy  CoUefiowerSy  and  to  sowe  Tumepa,  Carrets,  and  ParenipSy  and 
to  sowe  BcbUh  [early]  Pease,  all  of  which  at  that  time  were  great 
rarities,  we  having  few,  or  none  in  Englandy  but  what  came  from 
HoHand  and  Flaunders,**  He  goes  on  to  say  that  he  could  name 
*'  places,  both  in  the  North  and  West  of  England,  where  the  name 
of  Oardening  and  Howing  is  scarcely  knowne,  in  which  places  a  few 
Oardiners  might  have  saved  the  lives  of  many  poor  people,  who 
have  starved  these  dear  years." 

^  The  FeaU  of  Oardeninge,  by  Mayster  Ion  Gardener,  printed  in  Archaeohgia, 
vol.  liv.,  with  a  glossary  by  Mrs.  Evelyn  Cecil. 

■  Merry  Wives  of  Windsor,  Act.  v.  So.  5  cuid  Act  iii.  Sc.  4. 

*HartUb*8  Legaeie  (1661),  pp.  11-12. 
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CHAPTER  V. 

FROM  JAMES  L  TO  THE  RESTORATION  (1603-1660). 

FAHMINO  UNDER  THE  FIBST  STEWARTS  AMD  THE 

OOMMONWEALTH. 

PronuM  ai  a^pedktanX  progw  rfieeked  by  tlie  Civil  War:  agrieoltiml 
writflfs  and  their  soggeatianB  :  Sir  Richard  Weston  on  tomipa  and  dover : 
I  iinwnalMiii  ci  lg«gK«h  faimets ;  their  diaiike  to  book-farming  not  im- 
roaacmabln :  tmazfaaasted  imiiroveoientB  diaoaflBed ;  Walter  Blith  on 
drainage :  attempta  to  drain  the  f ena  in  the  eaotom  ooontiea ;  the  reaiat- 
anoe  of  the  fenmen :  new  views  on  oommona :  Wxnstanley'a  elaima : 
eneiosareB  advoeated  as  a  atep  towarda  agrieoltaral  inqxrovemeni. 

Thx  begmning  of  the  aeveateenth  oeatuiy  promised  to  uaher  in 
a  new  era  of  agriooltonJ  prosperity.  Dazing  the  first  four  decades 
of  the  period  prospects  steadily  brightened.  No  general  improve- . 
ment  in  fanning  practioes  had  been  possible  until  a  considerable  area ) 
of  land  had  been  enclosed  in  one  or  other  of  the  vaiions  forms  which  ^ 
enclosaies  might  assome.  Under  the  Tador  sovereigns — in  the 
midst  of  mnch  agrarian  suffering  and  discontent — ^this  indispensable 
work  had  been  b^gnn,  and  it  continued  throoghout  the  seventeenth 
century.  Estates  wero  consolidated;  small  farms  were  thrown 
together ;  open  village  farms  in  considerable  numbers  gave  plaoe 
to  compact  and  separate  freeholds  or  tenancies  ;  agrarian  partner- 
ships, in  which  it  was  no  man's  interest  to  be  energetic,  made  way, 
here  and  there,  for  that  individual  occupation  which  offered  the 
strongest  incentive  to  enterprise.  Thus  opportunities  were  afforded 
for  the  introduction  of  new  crops,  the  application  of  land  to  its  best 
use,  and  the  adoption  of  improved  methods.  Dairying  was  extended 
in  the  vales  of  the  West  and  South  West ;  com  and  meat  found 
better  and  dearer  markets;  under  the  spur  of  increased  profits 
arable  ^»rmh%g  again  prospered,  and  the  conversion  of  tillage  to 
pasture  was  arrested.  New  materials  for  agricultural  wealth  were 
accumulating;    tomqie,  already  grown  in  English  gardens,  were 
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recommended  for  field  cuitivation ;  twenty  years  later,  potatoes 
were  suggested  as  a  farming  crop ;  the  value  of  clover  and  other 
artificial  grasses  had  been  recognised,  and  urged  upon  English 
farmers.  Methods  became  less  barbarous.  An  Act  of  Parliament 
was  passed  *'  agaynst  plowynge  by  the  taile/'  and  the  custom  of 
"  pulling  off  the  wool  yearly  from  living  sheep  "  was  declared  illegal. 
Drainage  was  discussed  with  a  sense  and  sagacity  which  were  not 
rivalled  till  the  nineteenth  century.  Increased  care  was  given  to 
manuring  ;  new  fertilising  agencies  were  suggested  ;  the  merits  of 
Peruvian  guano  were  explained  by  6.  de  la  Vega  at  Lisbon  in  1602  ; 
the  use  of  valuable  substances,  known  to  our  ancestors  but  discon- 
tinued, was  revived.  Attention  was  paid  to  the  improvement  of 
agricultural  implements.  Patents  were  taken  out  for  draining 
machines  (Burrell,  1628) ;  for  new  manures  (1636) ;  for  improved 
courses  of  husbandry  (Chiver,  1637  and  1640)  i  for  ploughs  (Hamil- 
ton, 1623  ;  Brouncker,  1627  ;  Parham,  1634) ;  for  instruments  for 
mechanical  sowing  (Ramsey,  1634,  and  Plattes,  1639).  On  all  sides 
new  energies  seemed  to  be  aroused. 

Much  of  the  land  had  changed  hands  during  the  preceding  cen- 
tury, and  the  infusion  of  new  blood  into  the  ownership  of  the  soil 
introduced  a  more  enterprising  and  busmess4iks_fipiiit  into  farming. 
The  increased  wealth  of  landowners  showed  itself  in  the  erection  of 
Jacobean  mansions ;  farmer  owners,  tenant-farmers  for  lives  or 
long  terms  of  yecurs,  copyholders  at  fixed  quit-rents,  made  money. 
Only  the  agricultural  labourer  still  suffered.  His  wages  rose  more 
slowly  than  the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life ;  his  hold  on  the 
land  was  relaxing ;  his  dependence  upon  his  labour-power  became 
more  complete.  He  was  more  secure  of  employment ;  but  in  this 
respect  alone  was  his  lot  altered  for  the  better. 
•The  promise  of  improvement  was  checked  by  the  outbreak  of 
(the  Civil  War.  Excepting  those  who  were  directiy  engaged  in  the 
struggle,  men  seemed  to  follow  their  ordinary  business-  and  their 
accustomed  pursuits.  The  story  that  a  crowd  of  country  gentle- 
men followed  the  hounds  across  Marston  Moor  between  the  two 
armies  drawn  up  in  hostile  array,  may  not  be  true  ;  but  it  illustrates 
the  temper  of  a  large  proportion  of  the  inhabitants.  It  was  the 
prevailing  sense  of  insecurity,  rather  than  the  actual  absorption  of 
the  whole  population  in  the  war,  that  caused  the  promise  of  agri- 
cultural progress  to  perish  in  the  bud.  In  more  settled  times  under 
the   Commonwealth,   farming   prospects   again   brightened.    But 
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praotioal  progress  was  once  more  suspended  by  the  sooial  cfaanges 
and  political  uncertainties  of  the  last  half  of  the  seventeenth  century. 
Agricnltnre  languished,  if  it  did  not  actually  decline.  It  is  a 
significant  fact  that  between  1640  and  1670  not  more  than  six 
patents  were  taken  out  for  agricultural  improvements.  Country 
gentlemen  ceased  to  interest  themselves  in  farming  pursuits.  "  Our 
gentry,"  notes  Pepys,  '*  are  grown  ignorant  in  everything  of  good 
husbandry."  Without  their  initiative  progress  was  almost  im- 
possible. Open-field  farmers  could  not  change  their  field-customs 
without  the  consent  of  the  whole  body  of  partners.  Farmers  in 
individual  occupation  of  their  holdings  had  not,  as  a  general  rule, 
the  enterprise,  the  education,  the  capital,  or  the  security  of  tenure, 
to  conduct  experiments  or  adopt  improvements. 

But  the  period  was  one  of  active  preparation.  A  crowd  of 
agricultural  writers  followed  in  the  train  of  Fitzherbert,  Tusser, 
snd  Googe.  Leonard  Masoall  in  his  Booke  of  CaUeU  (1591)  had 
instructed  husbandmen  in  the  more  skilful  ''  government "  of 
horses,  oxen,  cattle,  and  sheep.  Gervase  Markham  wrote  on  every 
variety  of  agricultural  subjects,  multipljdng  his  treatises  under 
different  titles  with  a  rapidity  which  gained  for  him  the  distinction 
of  being  the  '^  first  English  hackwriter,"  and  proved  that  books  on 
farming  found  a  sale.^  Horses  were  made  the  subject  of  special 
treatment.  Blundeville's  Fower  chtefyst  offices  belonging  to  Horse- 
manahippe  (1565-6)  was  followed  by  such  books  as  Markham's 
Discourse  on  Horsetnanshippe  (1593)  and  How  to  Chuse,  SidCy  Trayne, 

^Aa  an  agrioultural  writer,  Markham's  reputation  was  doubtful,  in  spite 
of  the  many  editions  which  were  published  of  his  works.  In  Hartlib's  Legacie 
(1661)  R.  Child  in  his  "  Large  Letter  "  had  spoken  of  the  want  of  a  complete 
book  on  English  husbandry.  On  this  a  critic  had  remarked  "  England  hath  a 
perfect  systeme  of  Husbandry,  viz.  Markham."  The  author  replies  {Legaoie, 
3rd  edition,  1655) :  "  He  speaketh  more  of  Markham  than  ever  I  heard 
before,  or  as  yet  have  seen.  In  general  he  is  accounted  little  more  than  a 
Translator,  unless  about  Cattle,  and  yet  I  cannot  but  in  that  question  his 
skilL  .  .  .  The  works  which  I  have  seen  of  his  are,  first,  the  great  book 
translated  out  of  French  "  (T?ie  CourUry  Farm,  1616,  a  revision  of  Surflet*s 
translation  of  the  Maiaon  RuaUque,  with  additions  from  foreign  writers),. 
"  which  whether  well  or  ill  done,  I  will  not  declare  ;  but  I  am  sure  our  Hus- 
bandmen in  England  profit  little  by  it.  Secondly  I  have  seen  five  several 
bookes  bound  up  together,  two  or  three  of  which  he  acknowledgeth  to  be 
anothers,  as  The  ImprotfemerU  of  the  Wild  of  Kent,  also  his  Houewifery  he 
acknowledgeth  to  have  had  from  a  Countess,  also  part  of  his  FareweU  is 
borrowed,  and  what  he  owneth,  if  I  have  seen  all,  are  very  short  in  many 
particulars.  .  .  .  Yea,  if  I  understand  any  thing,  he  setteth  down  many 
gross  untruths,  which  every  Countryman  will  contradict."  He  quotes 
instances,  and  concludes  "  he  hath  done  well  in  divers  things,  and  is  to  be^ 
commended  for  his  industry." 
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and  Dyet  both  Hunting  and  Running  Horses  (1699),  by  Qrymes's 
Honest  and  Plains  Dealing  Farrier  (1636),  and  by  John  Grawshey's 
Countryman's  Instructor  (1636).  Then,  as  now,  horsedealing  was  a 
trial  of  the  sharpest  wits,  blunted  by  the  fewest  scruples.  Crawshey, 
who  describes  himself  as  a  '^  phune  Yorkshire  man,"  warns  his 
readers  against  being  deceived  when  buying  horses  in  the  market, 
**  for  many  men  will  protest  and  sweare  that  they  are  sound  when 
they  know  the  contrary,  onely  for  their  private  gaine."  Where  so 
much  is  strange  in  farming  matters,  it  is  refreshing  to  find  familiar 
features.  The  proper  treatment  of  woodlands  was  discussed  by 
Standish  (1611).  Rowland  Vaughan  (1610),  struck  by  the  sight  of 
a  streamlet  issuing  from  a  mole-heap  in  a  bank,  discussed  new 
methods  of  irrigation,  or  '^  the  summer  and  winter  drowning  "  of 
meadows  and  pasture.  Even  the  smaller  profits  of  farming  received 
attention.  Numerous  books  were  published  on  orchards,  and  on 
gardens,  in  which  were  now  accumulating  such  future  stores  of 
agricultural  riches  as  turnips,  carrots,  and  potatoes.  Mascall  in 
1581  had  written  on  the  ''  husbandlye  Ordring  of  Poultry  " ;  Sir 
Hugh  Plat  had  instructed  housewives  in  the  art  of  fattening  fowls 
for  the  table  ;  and  John  Partridge  published  a  treatise  on  the  same 
subjects,  in  which  he  gives  recipes  for  keeping  their  nat^p*al  foes  at 
bay.  The  following  may  be  reconmiended  to  Hunt  Secretaries,  who 
are  impoverished  by  demands  on  their  poultry  funds.  '*  Rub  your 
poultry,"  says  Partridge,  ''  with  the  juice  of  Rue  or  Herbe  grasse 
and  the  wesels  shall  do  them  no  hurt ;  if  they  eate  the  lungs  or 
lights  of  a  Foze,  the  Foxes  shall  not  eate  them."  Nor  were  bees 
neglected.  Thomas  Hill  (1568),  and  Edmund  Southeme  (1593)  had 
written  on  the  ''  right  ordering  "  of  bees.  But  Charles  Butler's 
Feminine  Monarchie  (1609),  and  John  Levett's  Orderinge  of  Bees 
(1634)  became  the  standard  authorities  on  the  subject.  Both  books 
were  known  to  Robert  Child,  author  of  the  Large  Letter  on  the 
deficiencies  of  English  husbandry,  published  by  Hartlib  in  1651.^ 
He  says  that  Butler  ''  hath  written  so  exactly,  and  upon  his  owne 
experience  "  that  little  remained  to  be  added.  Henry  Best  (1641),' 
however,  preferred  Levett  to  any  other  writer  on  bee-keeping. 
'*  Hee  is  the  best,"  he  thinks,  ''  that  ever  writte  of  this  subjeckt." 
During  the  same  period  men  like  Oabriel  Plattes  or  Sir  Richard 

^  Hartlib*8  Legaoie,  p.  64.     Robert  Child  in  the  1661  edition  speaks  of  Levett 
as  "  Leveret." 

'  Farming  Book,  p.  68. 
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WeBton  weore  suggesting  new  agricultural  methods,  or  introducing 
new  crops  which  were  destined  to  change  the  face  of  English  farm- 
ing. Plattes  (1638),  who  seems  to  have  been  of  Flemish  origin, 
urged  that  com  should  be  steeped  before  sowing,  and  not  sown 
broadcast  but  set  in  regular  rows.  To  those  who  adopted  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  ^'  com  setter,"  he  promised  a  3aeld  of  a  hundred-fold, 
and  he  invented  a  drill  to  facilitate  and  cheapen  the  process.  Plattes 
was  on  the  verge  of  a  great  improvement.  But  men  who  looked 
for  no  larger  return  than  six-fold  or  eight-fold  on  the  grain  sown, 
regarded  his  promise  as  the  dream  of  a  visionary  who  had  not 
travelled  beyond  the  sound  of  Bow  Bells.  Unfortunately,  the 
career  of  Plattes  confirmed  the  contempt  with  which  practical 
farmers  were  ready  to  regard  the  theories  of  agricultural  writers. 
Like  Tusser,  he  failed  in  farming.  As  Tusser  died  (1580)  in  the 
debtor's  prison  of  the  Poultry  Compter,  so  Plattes  is  said  to  have 
died  starving  and  shirtless  in  the  streets  of  London.^ 

Sir  Richaid  Weston  could  at  least  lay  claim  to  thirty  years 
experience  in  the  successful  improvement  of  his  estates  at  Sutton 
in  Surrey  '*  by  Fire  and  Water."  He  had  enriched  his  heathy  land 
by  the  process  of  paring  and  burning,  "which  wee  call  Devon- 
shiring  "  ;  he  had  also  adopted  Vaughan's  suggestion  of  irrigation, 
and  proved  its  value  on  his  own  meadows.  But  the  important 
change  with  which  Weston's  name  will  always  be  associated  is  the 
introduction  of  a  new  rotation  of  crops,  founded  on  the  field  cultiva- 
tion of  roots  and  clover.  As  Brillat-Savarin  valued  a  new  dish 
above  a  new  star,  so  Arthur  Young  regards  Weston  as  "  a  greater 
benefactor  than  Newton."  He  did  indeed  offer  bread  and  meat 
to  millions.  Whether  Weston  had  visited  Flanders  before  1644  is 
uncertain.  His  attempt  to  make  the  Wey  navigable  by  means  of 
locks  suggests  that  he  was  acquainted  with  the  foreign  system  of 
canals.  On  the  other  hand,  his  treatise  on  agriculture  implies  that 
he  paid  his  first  visit  to  the  country  in  that  year  as  a  refugee.  A 
Rojralist  and  a  Catholic,  Weston,  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Civil  War, 
was  driven  into  exile,  and  his  estates  were  sequestrated.  He  took 
refuge  in  Flanders.  There  he  studied  the  Flemish  methods  of 
agriculture,  especially  their  use  of  flax,  clover,  and  turnips.  For 
the  field  cultivation  of  clover  he  advises  that  heathy  ground  should 
be  pared,  burned,  limed,  and  well  ploughed  and  harrowed ;  that 
the  seed  should  be  sown  in  April,  or  the  end  of  March,  at  the  rate 

^  Hartlib's  LegaoU  (3rd  edition,  1665),  p.  183. 
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of  ten  pounds  of  aeed  to  the  acre  ;  that,  onoe  sown,  the  crop  should 
be  left  for  five  years.  The  results  of  his  observations,  embodied  in 
his  DiacouTs  of  the  Husbandrie  used  in  Brabant  and  Flanders,  were 
written  in  1645  and  left  to  his  sons  as  a  ""  Legacies  The  subse- 
quent history  of  the  '^  Legacfe  "  is  curious.  Circulated  in  manu- 
script, an  imperfect  copy  fell  into  the  hands  of  Samuel  Hartlib» 
who  piratically  published  it  in  1660,  with  an  unctuous  dedication 
"  to  the  Right  Honorable  the  Council  of  State."  In  the  following 
year  Hartlib  seems  to  have  learned  the  name  of  the  author  and  to 
have  obtained  possession  of  a  more  perfect  copy.  He  therefore 
wrote  two  letters  to  Weston,  asking  him  to  correct  and  enlarge  his 
'*  Discourse."  Receiving  no  answer,  he  republished  the  treatise  in 
1651.  Eighteen  3rear8  later,  the  Diaoours  was  again  appropriated — 
this  time  by  Gabriel  Reeve,  who,  in  1670,  reprinted  it  under  the 
title  of  Directiona  left  by  a  OenUeman  to  his  Sons  for  the  Improve- 
ment of  Barren  and  Heathy  Land  in  England  and  Wales. 

Roots,  clover,  and  artificial  grasses  subsequently  revolutionised 
English  farming ;  but  it  was  more  than  a  century  before  their  use 
became  at  all  general.  Other  crops  were  pressed  by  agricultural 
writers  upon  the  attention  of  farmers — such  as  fiaz,  hemp,  hops, 
woad  and  madder  for  d^es,  safiEron,  hquorice,  rape,  and  coleseed. 
A  more  important  suggestion  was  the  field  cultivation  of  potatoes, 
which  hitherto  had  been  treated  as  exotics,  rarely  found  except  in 
the  gardens  of  the  rich.  In  1664  John  Forster  ^  urged  farmers  to 
grow  them  in  their  fields.  He  distinguishes  '*  Irish  Potatoes  "  from 
Spanish,  Canadian,  or  Virginian  varieties,  points  to  their  success  in 
Ireland,  notices  their  introduction  into  Wales  and  the  North  of 
England,  and  recommends  their  trial  in  other  parts  of  the  country. 
It  was  not  till  the  Napoleonic  wars  that  the  advice  was  taken  to 
any  general  extent.  None  of  these  crops,  it  may  be  observed, 
could  be  introduced  on  an  open-field  farm,  unless  the  whole  body 
of  agrarian  partners  agreed  to  alter  their  field  customs. 

Another  noteworthy  book  is  the  Legade  (1651),  which  passes 
under  the  name  of  Samuel  Hartlib,  who  has  gained  undeserved  credit 
by  his  piracy  of  Weston's  work.  By  birth  a  Pole,  Hartlib  had  come 
to  Englaoid  in  1628.  By  his  Befarmation  of  SchooUs  (1642),  trans- 
lated from  Comenius,  he  forced  himself  on  the  notice  of  Milton,  who 
in  1644  curtly  addressed  to  him  his  Tract  Of  Education.  From 
Weston's  Discours,  Hartlib  stole  the  title  of  the  Legade  (1651),  com- 
^  England' 9  HappineM  Inorea$ed,  etc.,  by  John  Fonter  Oent.  1664* 
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posed  of  letters  from  various  writers  on  the  defects  of  English 
agriculture,  and  their  remedies.  Five-sixths  of  the  Leffocie  are  taken 
up  with  ''A  Large  Letter  .  .  .  written  to  M.  Samuel  Hartlib/' 
signed  (1655),  by  B.  Child.  It  throws  a  clear  light  on  some  of  the 
conditions  of  English  farming  in  the  middle  of  the  seventeenth 
century. 

In  the  "'  Large  Letter  "  the  oumbrousness  of  the  English  ploughs, 
carts,  and  waggons  is  noticed.    Clumsy  implements  and  bad  prac* 
tices  were  said  to  exist  side  by  side  with  obvious  improvements, 
which  yet  found  no  imitators.    Some  Kentish  farmers  used  *'  4,  6, 
yea  12  horses  and  oxen  "  in  their  ploughs,  and  in  Ireland  farmers 
fastened  their  horses  by  the  tails.    Tet  in  Norfolk  the  practice  was 
to  plough  with  two  horses  only,  while  in  Kent  itself,  a  certcdn 
Colonel  Blunt  of  Qravesend  ploughed  with  one  horse,  and  an  ingeni- 
ous yeoman  had  invented  a  double-furrow  plough.    Men  who 
perplexed  their  brains  about  perpetual  motion  would,  says  the 
writer,  have  used  their  ingenuity  to  more  effect  if  they  had  tried 
to  improve  the  implements  of  agriculture.    Cattle-breeding,  except 
*'  in  LancMhire  and  some  few  Northern  Counties  "  was  not  studiad  ; 
no  attempt  was  made  to  improve  the  best  breeds  for  milking  or 
for  fattening.    Dairying  needed  attention ;  butter  might  be  "  better 
rented  and  tasUd  " ;    our  cheeses  were  inferior  to  those  of  Italy, 
France,  or  HoUand.^    Various  remedies  against  the  prevalence  of  ""^ 
smut  and  mildew  in  wheat  are  suggested,  including  lime,  change  of 
seed,  early  sowing,  and  the  use  of  bearded  wheat.    Flax  and  hemp  ^ 
were  unduly  neglected,  though  both  might  be  grown,  it  is  sug-    \ 
gested,  with  profit  to  agriculturists,  and  to  the  great  increase  of     f 
employment ;    as  a  remedy  against  this  persistent  neglect,  the 
author  advocates  compulsory  legislation,  to  force  farmers,  ^'  even 
like  brutes,  to  understand  their  own  good."    Twenty-one  natural 
substances  are  recommended  as  manures,  the  value  of  which  had 
been  proved  by  experience.    Among  them  are  chalk,  marl,  lime, 
farm-yard  dung,  if  it  is  not  too  much  exposed  to  the  sun  and  rain  ; 
"  snaggreet,"  or  soil  full  of  small  shells  taken  out  of  rivers,  and 
much  used  in  Surrey ;   owse,  from  marshy  ditches  or  foreshores ; 
seaweed  ;  sea-sand,  as  used  in  Cornwall ;   *'  folding  of  sheepe  after 

1  This  also  had  been  the  opinion  of  Qooge,  who  places  the  Parmesan  cheese 
of  IteJy  first.  Then  follow,  in  oxder  of  merit,  the  cheeses  of  Holland,  Nor- 
mandy, and  lastly,  of  England.  Among  English  cheeses  the  best  came  from 
Cheshire,  Shropshire,  Banbury,  Suffolk,  and  Essex.  "  The  very  worste  "  is 
''  the  Kentish  cheese." 
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the  Flaundeis  maimer,  (viz.)  under  a  covert,  in  which  earth  is 
strawed  about  6  inches  thick " ;  ashes,  soot,  pigeons'  dung, 
malt-dust,  blood,  shavings  of  horn,  woollen  rags  as  used  in 
Hertfordshire,  Oxfordshire,  and  Kent.  It  need  scarcely  be  pointed 
out  that  for  none  of  these  fertihsers  was  the  agriculturist  indebted 
7  to  chemistry,  and  that  no  attempt  was  as  yet  made  to  restore  to 
the  soil  the  special  properties  of  which  it  is  impoverished  by  par- 
ticular crops.  To  meadows  and  pasture  no  attention  was  paid ; 
mole-heaps  and  ant-hills  weie  not  spread  and  levelled ;  in  laying 
down  land  to  graze,  little  care  was  taken  to  sow  the  best  and  sweetest 
grasses.  Glover,  sainfoin,  and  lucerne  were  generally  ignored. 
The  practice  of  *'  wiling  *'  that  is,  of  cutting  clover  green  as  fodder 
for  cattle,  is,  however,  commended.  Large  tracts  of  land  were 
allowed  to  He  waste,  so  "'  that  there  are  more  waste  lands  in  England 
than  in  all  Europe  besides,  considering  the  quantity  of  land." 
Among  the  waste  lands  he  includes  '*  dry  heathy  commons."  ''  I 
know,"  he  adds, ''  that  poore  people  will  cry  out  against  me  because 
I  call  these  waste  lands  :  but  it's  no  matter." 

The  destruction  of  woods  for  fuel  is  condemned.  For  this  con- 
sumption the  glass  furnaces  of  the  South,  the  salt  *'  wiches  "  of 
Cheshire,  and,  above  all,  the  iron-works  of  Surrey,  Sussex,  and 
otiier  counties,  were  responsible.  The  writer  probably  alludes  to 
"  Bud  "  Dudley's  experiments,  when  he  expresses  the  hope  that 
the,  difficulties  of  using  ^'  sea-coal "  for  the  smelting  of  iron  might 
be  overcome  so  as  to  save  our  timber.  Experiments  were  not 
sufficiently  tried,  and  a  '' CoUedge  of  ExperimentSj^  already  recom- 
mended by  Gabriel  Plattes,  is  once  more  suggested.  Men  do  not 
know  where  to  go  if  they  want  advice,  or  to  obtain  reliable  seeds 
and  plants.  Some  means  was  needed  of  bringing  home  to  other 
husbandmen  a  knowledge  of  the  improvements  made  by  their  more 
skilful  brethren.  Another  deficiency  in  English  husbandry  was  its 
insular  repugnance  to  foreign  methods  and  new-fangled  crops. 
Men  objected  that  the  new  seeds  *'  will  not  grow  here  with  us,  for 
our  forefathers  never  used  them.  To  these  I  reply  and  ask  them, 
how  they  know  ¥  have  they  tryed  %  Idlenesse  never  wants  an 
excuse  ;  and  why  might  not  our  forefathers  upon  the  same  ground 
have  held  their  hands  in  their  pockets,  and  have  said,  that  Wheaty 
and  Barley,  would  not  have  grown  amongst  us  ?  "  The  same  com- 
plaint, it  may  be  added,  is  made  by  Walter  Blith  in  The  English 
Improver  Improved :  *'  The  fourth  and  last  abuse  is  a  calumniating 
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and  depraving  every  new  Invention  ;  of  this  most  culpable  are  your 
mouldy  old  leavened  husbandmen,  who  themselves  and  their  fore- 
fathers have  been  accustomed  to  such  a  course  of  husbandry  as 
they  will  practise,  and  no  other ;  their  resolution  is  so  fixed,  no 
issues  or  events  whatsoever  shall  change  them.  If  their  neighbour 
hath  as  much  com  of  one  Acre  as  they  of  two  upon  the  same  land,  or 
if  anothtf  plow  the  same  land  for  strength  and  nature  with  two 
horses  and  one  man  as  well  as  he,  and  have  as  good  com,  as  he  hath 
been  used  with  four  horses  and  two  men  yet  so  he  will  continue.  Or 
if  an  Improvement  be  discovered  to  him  and  all  his  neighbours,  hee'l 
oppose  it  and  degrade  it.  What  forsooth  saith  he,  who  taught  you 
more  wit  than  your  forefathers  ?  "  Seventeenth  century  farmers 
did  not  lack  descendants  in  later  generations.  It  took  a  heavy 
hammer  and  many  blows  to  drive  a  nail  through  heart  of  oak. 

It  would  be  unjust  to  lay  on  agriculturists  the  whole  blame  for 
neglect  of  improvements.  Much  deserves  to  rest  on  the  agri- 
cultural writers  themselves.  Their  promises  were  often  exaggerated 
beyond  the  bounds  of  belief ;  mixed  with  some  useful  suggestions 
were  others  which  were  either  ridiculous  or  of  doubtful  value.  Men 
actually  and  practically  engaged  in  cultivating  the  soil  were,  there- 
fore, justified  in  some  distrust  of  book-farmers.  Tomips  were 
undoubtedly  an  invaluable  addition  to  agricultural  resources.  But 
it  was  an  exaggeration  to  say  with  Adolphus  S^eed  ^  that  they  were 
the  only  food  for  cattle,  swine,  and  poultry,  sovereign  for  con- 
ditioning '*  Hunting  dogs,"  an  admirable  ingredient  for  bread, 
affording  '*  two  very  good  crops  "  each  year,  supplying  *'  very  good 
Syder  "  and  "  exceeding  good  OyL'*  Nor  was  confidence  in  Speed's 
advice  on  other  topics  Ukely  to  be  inspired  by  his  promise  that  land, 
rented  at  £200  a  year,  might  be  made  to  realise  a  net  annual  profit 
of  £2000  by  keeping  rabbits.  Similarly  the  remedy  which  is  sug- 
gested in  Harttib's  Legade  (3rd  edition,  1656)  ""  against  the  Rot, 
and  other  diseases  in  Sheep  and  Horses  "  is  enough  to  cast  suspicion 
on  the  whole  book  :  ''  Take  Serpents  or  (which  is  better)  Vipers,'' 
advises  the  writer,  **  cut  their  heads  and  tayls  off  and  dry  the  rest 
to  powder.  Mingle  this  powder  with  salt,  and  give  a  few  grains 
of  it  so  mingled  now  and  then  to  your  Horses  and  Sheep."  Other 
suggested  remedies  are,  at  least,  more  easy  of  application.  "  The 
colicke  or  pain  in  the  belly  (in  oxen)  is  put  away  in  the  beholding 
of  geese  in  the  water,  specially  duckes."    If  a  horse  sickens  from 

1  Adam  out  o/  Eden  (1669). 
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some  mysteriouB  ailmeDt,  "  a  piece  of  fem-root  placed  under  his 
tongue  will  make  him  immediately  voyde,  upward  and  downward, 
whatsoever  is  in  his  body,  and  presently  amende."  Again, 
neither  silkworms  nor  vineyards,  though  both  are  favourites  with 
the  Stewart  theorists,  commend  themselves  strongly  as  a  safe 
livelihood  to  practical  men  who  farmed  under  an  English  climate. 
Nor  was  it  possible  to  take  seriously  the  proposed  introduction  of 
''Black  Foxes  J  Muske-cata^  Sables,  Marlines"  etc.,  suggested  by 
Robert  Child,  the  autiior  of  the  principal  tract  in  the  Legacie,  as  an 
addition  to  the  agricultural  wealth  of  the  country.  He  adds  to  his 
list  '*  the  Elephant,  the  greatest,  wisest,  and  longest-lived  of  all 
beasts  .  .  .  very  serviceable  for  carriage  (15  men  usually  riding  on 
his  backe  together)."  It  would  have  added  variety  to  English  rural 
life  to  see  the  partners  in  a  village  farm  conveyed  to  their  holdings 
on  the  back  of  a  co-operative  elephant,  and  dropping  off  as  they 
arrived  at  their  respective  strips.  But  it  is  doubtful  whether  they 
would  have  found  their  four-footed  omnibus  ''  not  chargeable  to 
keepe."  Literary  and  experimental  agriculturists  naturally  gained 
a  reputation  similar  to  that  of  quack  medicine  vendors.  In  practice 
they  often  failed.  like  ancient  alchemists,  they  starved  in  the 
midst  of  their  golden  dreams.  Tusser,  teaching  thrift,  never  throve. 
Gabriel  Plattes,  the  com  setter,  died  for  want  of  bread.  Donald- 
son, the  author  of  the  first  Scottish  agricultural  treatise,  admits 
that  he  took  to  writing  books  because  he  could  not  succeed  on  the 
land.  Even  Arthur  Toung  failed  twice  in  farm  management  before 
he  began  his  invaluable  tours. 

In  the  ''  Large  Letter  "  on  the  defects  of  English  farming,  and 
their  remedies,  from  which  quotations  have  been  already  made. 
Child  also  notices  the  amount  of  land  that  lay  waste  from  want 
of  drainage.  This  was  one  of  the  crying  needs  of  agriculture. 
Without  extensive  drainage,  the  introduction  of  new  crops  and 
improved  practices  was  impossible.  With  the  hour  comes  the  man. 
The  necessity  and  methods  of  drainage  were  ably  discussed  by 
Walter  Blith.  Writing  as  '*  a  lover  of  Ingenuity,"  he  pubhshed  his 
English  Improver  in  1649.  His  treatise,  interlarded  with  biblical 
quotations,  was  the  first  which  dealt  with  draining.  As  the  Puritans 
of  the  day  sought  Scriptural  authority  for  their  political  constitu- 
tion, so  the  Puritan  farmer  justifies  his  advocacy  of  drainage  by 
references  to  the  Bible.  ''  Can  the  rush,"  he  asks  with  Bildad, 
*'  grow  without  mire  or  the  flagg  without  water  ?  "    In  other  ways 
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also  Bliih's  work  is  signifioant  of  the  era  of  the  Civil  War.  He 
himself  beat  his  ploughshare  into  a  sword,  became  a  captain  in  the 
Roundhead  army,  dedicated  his  second  edition  under  the  title  of 
The  Efiglish  Improver  Improved  (1652)  ''  to  the  Right  Honourable 
the  Lord  Generall  Cromwell,"  adorns  it  with  a  portrait  of  himseU 
arrayed  in  full  military  costume,  and  adds  the  legend  '  Vive  La  Re 
Pvblich: 

Among  the  remedies  which  Blith  suggests  for  the  defects  of 
English  farming,  he  urges  the  employment  of  more  capital ; 
encloeures,  with  due  regard  to  cottiers  and  labourers  ;  the  abolition 
of  *'  slavish  customs  "  ;  the  removal  of  water-mills ;  the  extinction 
of  '^  vermine  "  ;  the  recognition  of  tenant-right.  It  is  an  indica- 
tion of  agricultural  progress  that  the  question  of  tenants'  improve- 
ments should  be  thus  forcing  itself  to  the  front.  Sir  Richard 
Weston  in  his  Discoura  called  attention  to  the  Flemish  custom, 
unknown  to  him  in  England,  of  *'  taking  a  Farm  upon  Improveme/U.*^ 
In  Flanders  leases  for  twenty-one  years  were  taken  on  condition 
tiiat  ^'  whatsoever  four  indifferent  persons  (whereof  two  to  bee 
chosen  by  the  one,  and  two  by  the  other)  should  judg  the  Farm  to 
bee  improved  at  the  end  of  his  Leas,  the  Oume/r  was  to  paie  so  much 
in  value  to  the  Tenant  for  his  improving  it."  In  the  Pteface  to  his 
Legaciey  Hartlib  had  imitated  Weston  in  urging  the  adoption  of 
this  custom  in  England.  Blith,  who  also  quotes  the  Flemish  lease 
with  approval,  points  out  the  injustice  of  the  English  law  and  the 
hindrance  to  all  improvements  which  it  created.  *'  If,"  he  says, 
''  a  Tenant  be  at  never  so  great  paines  or  cost  for  the  improvement 
of  his  Land,  he  doth  thereby  but  occasion  a  greater  Rack  upon  him- 
self, or  else  invests  his  Land-Lord  into  his  cost  and  labour  gratis, 
or  at  best  lies  at  his  Land-Lord's  mercy  for  requittkll ;  which 
occasions  a  neglect  of  all  good  Husbandry.  .  .  .  Now  this  I 
humble  conceive  may  be  removed,  if  there  were  a  Law  Inacted,  by 
which  every  Land-Lord  should  be  obliged,  either  to  give  him 
reasonable  allowance  for  his  clear  Improvement,  or  else  suffer  him 
or  his  to  enjoy  it  so  much  longer  as  till  he  hath  had  a  proportionable 
requitall."  The  question  had  not  yet  become  acute ;  but,  with 
the  insecurity  of  tenure  which  then  prevailed,  it  was  not  surprising 
that  tenant-farmers  were  averse  to  improvements.  Their  experi- 
ence was  embodied  in  the  proverbial  8a3nng  current  in  Berkshire : 


He  that  havocs  may  ait 
He  that  improves  must  flit.' 
H 
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The  same  experience  inspired  the  popular  sajring  prevalent  in  the 
Lowlands  of  Scotland.  Donaldson,  in  his  Husbandry  Anatomised 
(1697)  says  that,  when  a  tenant  improves  his  land,  "  the  Land- 
lord obligeth  him  either  to  augment  his  Rent,  or  remove,  insomuch 
that  it's  become  a  Proverb  (and  I  think  none  more  true),  Botxh 
and  Sit,  Improve  and  Flit.** 

In  treating  of  ^drainage,  Blith  deals  not  only  with  surface  water 
but  the  constant  action  of  springs  and  stagnant  bottom  water.  He 
urges  that  no  man  should  attempt  to  lay  out  his  drains  by  the  eye 
alone,  but  by  the  aid  of  *'  a  true  exact  Water  Levell,"  an  instrument 
which  he  carefully  describes  and  depicts.  No  drain,  he  said,  could 
touch  the  *^  cold  spewing  moyst  water  that  feeds  the  flagg  and 
rush,"  unless  it  was  ^'  a  yard  or  four  feet  deep,"  provided  with 
proper  outfalls.  The  drains  were  to  be  filled  with  elder  boughs  or 
with  stones,  and  turfed  over.  He  insists  that  they  should  be  cut 
straight,  not,  as  open-field  farmers  were  compelled  to  cut  them — 
for  want  of  space  or  from  the  opposition  of  their  neighbours — ^with 
turns  and  angles.  His  views  are  sound  and  advanced  on  general 
schemes  of  drainage,  which,  for  "  the  commonwealth's  advantage  " 
should,  he  suggests,  be  enforced  by  compulsory  powers  upon  land- 
owners. 

When  Blith  wrote,  the  condition  of  the  fens  had  become  a  matter 
of  national  importance.  It  was  now  that  the  great  work  of  draining 
and  reclaiming  the  drowned  district  had  been  for  the  first  time 
seriously  undertaken  on  a  scale  commensurate  with  the  magnitude 
of  the  task.  It  is  singular  that  foreigners  should  have  taught  the 
English  how  to  deal,  not  only  with  land,  but  with  water.  As 
farmers,  the  Low  Countries  were  far  in  advance  of  England,  and 
from  them  came  the  most  valuable  improvements  in  agricultural 
methods,  as  well  as  the  most  useful  additions  to  agricultural 
resources.  Dutchmen  drained  our  fens  ;  irrigation,  warping,  canals 
were  all  foreign  importations.  The  irrigation  of  meadows,  which 
M.  de  Girardin  described  as  a  sound  insurance  against  drought,  is 
said  to  have  been  first  practised  in  England  in  modem  times  by  the 
notorious  '^  Horatio  Pallavazene,"  of  Babraham  .  .  .  ^'  who  robbed 
the  Pope  to  lend  the  Queen."  Warping  was  brought  from  Italy 
to  the  Isle  of  Axholme  in  the  eighteenth  century,  and  by  its  means 
the  deposits  at  the  estuary  of  the  Humber  were  converted  into 
"  polders."  The  Dutch  and  Flemings  had  mastered  the  secret  of 
locks  and  canals  long  before  any  attempt  was  made  to  render 
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EnglJBh  rivers  navigable,  or  available  for  water-H)arriage  in  inland 
districts.  The  great  French  "  Canal  du  Midi  "  was  completed  in 
IdSl,  nearly  a  century  before  the  example  was  followed  in  England. 
In  this  connection  it  may  be  also  noticed  that  a  colony  of  Walloon 
emigrants,  settled  at  Thomey  towards  the  middle  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  introduced  into  the  district  the  practice  of  paring  and 
burning  the  coarse  tussocks  of  grass,  and  the  paring  plough  was 
long  known  as  the  French  plough. 

Robert  Child  in  his  '"Large  Letter"  on  the  most  notable 
deficiencies  of  English  agriculture,  printed  in  Hartlib's  LeqaxAt  (1651), 
suggests  that  the  drainage  of  marshes  was  not  b^gun  till  the  reign  of 
Elizabeth.  '*  In  Qu.  Elisabeth's  dayes,"  he  writes,  *'  IngewiiMu^ 
CurioeMes,  and  Oood  Husbandry  began  to  take  place,  and  then 
SaU  Margies  began  to  be  fenced  from  the  Seas."  In  this  he  is 
mistaken.  Some  progress  had  been  made  at  an  earlier  date.  A 
number  of  Acts  were  passed  in  the  reign  of  Henry  Vlii.  for  the 
reclamation  of  marshes  and  fens  by  undertakers,  who  were  usually 
rewarded  with  half  the  reclaimed  land.  Thus  Wapping  Marsh  was 
reclaimed  by  Cornelius  Vanderdelf  in  1544,  and  the  embankment  of 
Plumstead  and  Qreenwich  Marshes  was  begun  in  the  same  reign. 
Isolated  marshes  had  been  drained  in  the  eastern  counties  during 
the  reign  of  EUzabeth.  Norden  {Surveyor's  Dialogue,  1607)  says : 
"'  much  of  the  Fennes  is  made  lately  firme  ground,  by  the  skill  of 
one  Captaine  Lovell,  and  by  M.  William  Englebert,  an  excellent 
Ingenor."  But  it  was  not  till  the  reign  of  Chaxles  I.  that  any 
serious  attempt  was  made  to  deal  with  the  Great  Level  of  the  Fens, 
which  extended  into  the  six  counties  of  Cambridge,  Lincoln,  Hunting- 
don, Northampton,  Suffolk,  and  Norfolk. 

Seventy  miles  in  length,  and  varying  in  breadth  from  ten  to 
thirty  miles,  the  fens  comprised  an  area  of  nearly  700,000  acres. 
Now  a  richly  fertile,  highly  cultivated  district,  it  was,  in  the  seven- 
teenth century,  a  wilderness  of  bogs,  pools,  and  reed-shoals — a 
vast  morass,  from  which,  here  and  there,  emerged  a  few  islands  of 
solid  earth.  Here  dwelt  an  amphibious  population,  travelling  in 
punts,  walking  on  stilts,  and  living  mainly  by  fishing,  cutting  willows, 
keeping  geese,  and  wild-fowling.  ^^  H.  C."  who,  in  1629,  urged  upon 
the  Government  the  Drayning  of  Fennes,  paints  an  unattractive 
picture  of  the  country :  "  The  Aer  Nebulous,  Grosse,  and  full  of 
rotten  Harres ;  the  Water  putred  and  muddy,  yea,  full  of  loath- 
some Vermine ;   the  Earth  spuing,  unf ast,  and  boggie  ;   the  Fire 
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noysome  turfe  and  hassocks ;  such  axe  the  inconveniences  of  the 
Drownings."  Eight  great  principal  rivers — the  Great  Onse,  the 
Cam,  the  Nene,  the  Welland,  the  Glen,  the  Milden-haU  or  Lark,  the 
Brandon  or  Lesser  Ouse,  and  the  Stoke  or  Wissey  ^— carry  the 
upland  waters  through  this  wide  stretch  of  flat  country  towards  the 
sea.  Whenever  the  rains  fell,  the  rivers  rose  above  their  banks, 
and,  especially  if  the  wind  was  blowing  from  the  east  or  south, 
flooded  the  country  for  miles  around.  It  was  only  in  the  map  that 
they  reached  the  ocean  at  all.  Two  causes  principally  contributed 
to  make  the  country  a  brackish  swamp.  The  outfalls  of  the  rivers 
had  become  silted  up  so  that  their  mouths  were  choked  by  many 
feet  of  alluvial  deposit.'  Twice  every  day  the  tides  rushed  up  the 
channels  for  a  considerable  distance,  forcing  back  the  fresh  water, 
and  converting  the  whole  country  into  one  vast  shallow  bay. 
Efforts  had  been  made  by  the  Romans  to  reclaim  these  flat  levels, 
and  their  "  causey  "  is  still  in  existence.  In  the  paJmy  days  of  the 
great  monasteries  of  Crowland,  Thomey,  Ely,  and  Ramsey,  isolated 
districts  were  occupied,  and  highly  cultivated.  William  of  Malmes- 
bury,  writing  in  the  reign  of  Henry  11.  (1143),  describes  the  district 
round  Thomey  as  ''  a  very  Paradise  in  pleasure  and  delight ;  it 
resembles  heaven  itself — ^it  abounds  in  lofty  trees,  neither  is  any 
waste  place  in  it ;  for  in  some  parts  there  are  apple  trees,  in  other 
vines  which  either  spread  upon  the  ground  or  run  along  poles." 
Such  a  description  applies  only  to  the  islands  on  which  the  great 
monasteries  were  situated.  The  rest  of  the  country  had  become, 
at  some  unknown  period  of  history,  an  unproductive  bog,  affording 
little  benefit  to  the  realm  other  than  fish  and  fowl,  and  "overmuch 
harbour  to  a  rude  and  almost  barbarous  sort  of  lazy  and  beggarly 
people." 

No  important  effort  was  made  to  reclaim  the  district  till  the  time 
of  John  Morton,  Bishop  of  Ely,  afterwards  a  Cardinal  and  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VII.  As  a  grower  of 
strawberries  he  is  enshrined  in  literature  ;    but  in  the  history  of 

^  Sir  JonaB  Moore,  History  of  the  Great  Level  of  the  Fennes  (1686),  p.  9  ; 
Wells,  History  of  the  Bedford  Level  (1830),  vol.  i.  p.  6 ;  Vermuyden,  Dieoourse 
touching  the  Drayning  of  the  QrecU  Fennes  (1642),  p.  4. 

'  Andrewes  Burrell,  in  his  Brief e  RekUion  Discovering  Plainely  the  True 
Causes  why  the  Great  LeveU  of  Fenes  .  .  .  ?iave  been  drowned  (1642),  says  that, 
when  working  for  the  Earl  of  Bedford  in  1636  in  deepening  "  Wisbeach 
River,"  he  "  discovered  a  stony  bottome  upon  which  there  was  found  lying 
at  severall  distcmoes  seven  boates,  which  for  many  yearee  had  laine  buried 
eight  foot  under  the  bottome  of  the  river." 
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farming  his  prinoipal  achieyement  was  probably  suggested  by  his 
residenoe  in  Flanders  from  1483  to  1485  as  a  political  refugee.  A 
cut,  forty  feet  wide  and  four  feet  deep,  running  from  Peterborough 
to  Wisbech,  still  bears  the  name  of  '*  Morton's  Leam  "  and  still 
plays  an  important  part  in  the  drainage  of  the  country.  Other 
local  efforts  were  made,  which  proved  for  the  most  part  ineffeotiye. 
In  spite  of  individual  enterprise,  the  general  condition  of  the  district 
was  so  deplorable  that  it  attracted  the  attention  of  the  Gbvemment. 
The  fens  were  surveyed.  Commissioners  and  Courts  of  Sewers 
appointed,  and  an  Act  (1601)  was  passed  for  the  drainage  of  the 
Great  Level.  In  1606,  under  a  local  Act,  a  portion  of  the  Isle  of 
Ely  was  reclaimed,  the  undertakers  receiving  two-thirds  of  the  land 
thus  recovered  from  the  water.  In  1626  the  drainage  of  Hatfield 
Chase,  Ditchmarsh,  and  all  the  lands  through  which  crept  the  Idle, 
the  Aire,  and  the  Don,  was  commenced  by  Cornelius  Vermuyden. 
Three  years  later,  the  greater  task  was  attempted  of  draining  that 
portion  of  the  fens  which  was  afterwards  known  as  the  Bedford 
Level.  In  1630  the  local  gentry  who  formed  the  Commissioners  of 
Sewers,  contracted  with  Vermuyden  (now  Sir  Cornelius)  to  execute 
the  work,  and  the  fourth  Earl  of  Bedford  headed  the  undertaking. 
The  work  b^an  vigorously  enough.  In  1637  the  Commissioners 
of  Sewers  certified  its  completion ;  but  the  winter  rains  flooded 
"tbb  country ;  ^£Ee  Earl  of  Bedford  was  at  the  end  of  his  resources  ; 
he  had  spent  £100,000,  and  was  in  danger  of  losing  it  all.  The 
certificate  of  completion  was  reversed.  Charles  I.  intervened ; 
fresh  arrangements  were  made  for  the  allotment  of  the  recovered 
land ;  a  new  Company  of  Adventurers  was  formed ;  Vermuyden 
still  directed  the  oi)erationB,  although  his  skill  was  attacked  by 
Andrewes  Burrell  in  his  Briefe  Relation  (1642).  Vermuyden  in  his 
defence  (Discotir^e,  1642)  pleaded  that  the  only  purpose  of  the 
first  Agreement  was  to  make  the  land  "  summer  ground."  The 
new  venture  was  more  ambitious.  Though  the  work  was  partially 
suspended  during  the  Civil  War,  it  proceeded  under  the  Common- 
wealth. In  1649  the  fifth  Earl  of  Bedford  joined  the  undertaking, 
and,  four  years  later,  the  drainage  was  finished.  New  channels 
and  drains  were  made  to  carry  ofF  the  surface  water ;  existing 
drains  were  scoured  and  straightened  ;  banks  were  raised  to  restrain 
the  rivers  witlun  their  beds ;  new  outfalls  into  the  sea,  provided 
with  sluices,  were  made,  and  old  ones  deepened  and  widened ; 
numerous  dams  were  erected  to  keep  out  the  sea.    In  1662  Sir  C. 
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Vermuydeii  reported  the  completion  of  the  work  to  the  Counoil, 
saying  that ''  wheat  and  other  grains,  besides  unnumerable  quantities 
of  sheep,  cattle,  and  other  stock  were  raised,  where  never  had  been 
any  before."  The  Bedford  Level  was  the  largest  work  undertaken. 
It  was  also  the  most  complete,  though  even  here  for  a  time  there 
were  failures.  Other  marshes  were  attacked  by  improvers,  with 
more  or  less  success.  From  various  causes,  however,  the  water 
often  regained  its  hold  on  the  country.  In  some  cases  the  work 
was  only  partially  finished ;  in  others,  it  was  so  inadequately 
executed  by  persons  whom  Blith  calls  ''mountebank  engineers, 
idle  practitioners,  and  slothful  impatient  slubberers,"  that  it  broke 
down  under  the  rainfall  of  the  first  wet  season ;  in  others,  the  wind- 
mills, which  were  used  to  raise  the  water  of  the  interior  districts 
to  the  levels  of  the  main  rivers,  could  not  cope  with  a  flood ;  in 
others,  the  works  were  destroyed  by  the  fenmen,  and  were  not 
really  restored  till  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth  century. 

The  marshes  were  to  fenmen  what  wastes  and  commons  were  to 
dwellers  on  their  verge.  Catching  pike  and  plucking  geese  were 
more  attractive  than  feeding  bullocks  or  shearing  sheep.  Any 
change  from  desultory  industries  to  the  settled  labour  of  agricvlture 
was  in  itself  distasteful  to  the  commoners,  and  little,  if  any,  com- 
pensation was  made  for  their  rights  or  claims  to  pasture,  turf- 
cutting,  fishing,  or  fowling.  All  over  the  fen  districts  there  were, 
on  the  one  side,  outbursts  of  popular  indignation,  and,  on  the 
other,  complaints  of  the  ''  riotous  letts  and  disturbances  of  lewd 
persons."  The  commoners  were  called  to  arms  by  some  Tyrtaeus 
of  the  fens,  whose  doggerel  verses  have  been  preserved  by  Bugdale 
in  his  History  of  Imbanking  and  Draining : 

Come,  brethren  of  the  water,  and  let  us  all  assemble, 

To  treat  upon  this  matter  which  makes  us  quake  and  tremble. 

For  we  shall  rue  it,  if't  be  true,  the  Fens  be  undertaken. 

And  where  we  feed  in  fen  and  reed,  they*ll  feed  both  beef  and  bacon. 


Behold  the  great  design,  which  they  do  now  determine. 

Will  make  our  bodies  pine,  a  prey  to  crows  and  vermin  ; 

For  they  do  mean  all  fens  to  drain  and  waters  overmaster ; 

All  will  be  dry  and  we  must  die,  'cause  Essex  calves  want  pasture. 


The  feathered  fowls  have  wings  to  fly  to  other  nations. 

But  we  have  no  such  things  to  help  our  transportations  ; 

We  must  give  place  (oh  grievous  case  I)  to  hom^  beasts  and  cattle. 

Except  thAt  we  can  all  agree  to  drive  them  out  by  battle. 
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Wherefore  let  us  entreat  our  andent  water  nuzBes 

To  show  their  power  so  great  as  t*help  to  drain  their  purseSy 

And  send  us  good  old  Captain  Flood  to  lead  us  out  to  battle. 

Then  Twopenny  Jack  with  skales  on*s  back  will  drive  out  all  the  cattle. 

The  Civil  Wars  ga^e  the  fenmen  their  opportunity.  Vermuyden 
seems  to  have  been  personally  unpopular :  he  was  a  Zealander ; 
most  of  his  workmen  were  foreigners  ;  the  adventurers  who  settled 
on  the  lands  which  they  had  reclaimed  were  French  or  Dutch 
Protestants.  The  commoners,  moving  swiftly  and  silently  in  their 
boats,  broke  down  the  embankments,  fired  the  mills,  filled  up  the 
drains,  levelled  the  enclosures,  turned  their  cattle  into  the  standing 
com.  They  attacked  the  workmen,  threw  some  of  them  into  the 
river,  held  them  under  the  water  with  poles,  and  biunt  their  tools. 
The  perpetrators  of  the  outrages  worked  so  secretly  that  they  could 
rarely  be  identified.  Sometimes  their  action  was  bold  and  open. 
In  the  neighbourhood  of  Hatfield  Chase,  near  the  Isle  of  Azholme, 
every  day  for  seven  weeks,  gangs  of  commoners,  armed  with  mus- 
kets, drew  up  the  flood-gates  so  as  to  let  in  the  flowing  tide,  and  at 
every  ebb  shut  the  sluices,  threatening  that  they  *'  would  stay  tiU 
the  whole  level  was  well  drowned,  and  the  inhabitants  forced  to 
swim  away  like  ducks."  Even  the  religion  of  the  French  and 
Dutch  Protestants  was  not  respected.  From  Epworth  in  1056 
comes  their  petition  that  the  fenmen  had  made  their  church  a 
slaughter-house  and  a  burying-place  for  carrion.  Major-General 
Whalley  was  entrusted  by  Parliament  with  the  task  of  protecting 
the  adventurers.  But  agitators  like  Idlbume  and  Noddel  were  at 
work  among  his  soldiers,  and  the  commoners  showed  no  respect 
for  the  authority  of  Parliament.  *'  They  could  make  as  good  a 
Parliament  themselves  ;  it  was  a  Parliament  of  clouts."  In  some 
cases  the  resistance  of  the  fenmen  secured  them  further  concessions  ; 
in  others  they  succeeded  in  destroying  the  works  of  the  under- 
takers. It  was  not  till  after  1714  that  the  riots  caused  by  the 
reclamation  ceased  to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  country.  By  that 
time  the  object  was  partially  achieved,  and  many  of  the  swamps 
and  marshes  of  the  fen  districts  were  restored  to  the  ague-shivering, 
fever-stricken  inhabitants  in  their  primitive  unproductiveness. 

The  stru^le  for  the  reclamation  of  the  waste-lands  of  the  water- 
drowned  fens  is  another  aspect  of  the  older  land-battle  between 
endoeers  and  commoners.  Men  like  Robert  CSiild  in  his  Large 
LeUer  in  Hartlib's  Xegoete,  or  Walter  Blith,  championed  reclamation 
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for  the  same  reasons  that  they  adyocated  enclosures.  The  former, 
writing  in  1650  before  the  drainage  was  complete,  speaks  of  '*  that 
great  jPen  of  Lincolneshire,  Cambridge,  Hungtingdon,  consisting,  as 
I  am  Informed,  of  380,000  Acres,  which  is  now  almost  recovered." 
"  Very  great,  therefore,"  he  continues,  "  is  the  improvement  of 
draining  of  lands,  and  our  negligence  very  great,  that  they  have 
been  waste  so  long,  and  as  yet  so  continue  in  divers  places  :  for  the 
improving  of  a  Kingdome  is  better  than  the  conquering  a  new 
one."  Blith,  writing  three  years  later  {English  Improver  Improved, 
1662),  speaks  of  the  work  as  finished.  "  As  to  the  Drayning,  or 
laying  dry  the  Fenns,"  he  says,  ''  those  profitable  works,  the  Com- 
mon-wealths glory,  let  not  Curs  Snarl,  nor  dogs  bark  thereat,  the 
unparralleld  advantages  of  the  World."  But  when  these  and 
other  writers  of  the  period  dealt  with  enclosures,  they  treated  the 
subject  from  a  new  point  of  view.  As  a  matter  of  farming,  their 
arguments  were  sound.  But  economic  gain  might  involve  social 
and  moral  loss,  and  the  Stewart  writers  on  agriculture  tried  to  recon- 
cile the  two  aspects  of  the  question.  In  the  interests  of  agricidtural 
progress,  they  are  practically  unanimous  in  their  advocacy  of  indi- 
vidual as  opposed  to  common  occupation  of  arable  land.  But  in  the 
case  of  commons  of  pasture,  they  vigorously  defended  the  claims  of 
the  commoners,  both  tenant-farmers  and  cottagers.  More  advanced 
members  of  the  BepubUcan  party  went  beyond  the  recognition  of 
pasture  rights,  and  claimed  the  common,  not  for  the  open-field 
farmers  to  whose  arable  holdings  it  was  historically  attached,  but 
for  the  general  public — ^irrespective  of  claims  arising  from  neighbour- 
hood or  from  the  tillage  of  adjacent  land.  On  the  practical  assertion 
of  such  claims  a  curious  side-light  is  thrown  by  the  proceedings  of 
Jerrard  Winstanley  in  1649. 

Winstanley  and  his  friends  sought  to  establish  a  society  having 
all  things  in  common.  With  this  object  they  settled  on  the  common 
lands  of  St.  George's  Hill,  near  Walton-on-Thames,  and  began  to 
plough,  cultivate,  and  enclose  the  land.  Lord  Fairfax's  scddiers 
burned  their  huts,  and  turned  them  off.  Winstanley,  in  the  jaigon 
of  the  day,  identified  the  struggle,  in  which  his  personal  profits 
were  staked,  with  the  prophetic  Armageddon  "  between  the  Lamb 
of  Righteousness  .  .  .  and  the  Dragon  of  Unrighteousness."  Need- 
lees  to  say,  he  found  himself  a  champion  of  the  former.  He  sets 
forth  his  claims  in  a  pamphlet  addressed  to  the  General  as  A  Letter 
to  the  Lord  Fairfcup  and  his  Council  of  War :  .  .  .  Proving  it  an 
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undeniable  Equity  That  the  dmrnum  People  aught  to  dig,  plow,  plant, 
and  dwell  upon  the  Commons,  without  hiring  them  or  paying  Rent  to 
any.  He  was,  he  says,  opposed  by  none  save  "  one  or  two  covetous 
freeholders  that  would  have  all  the  commons  to  themselves,  and 
that  would  uphold  the  Norman  tyranny  over  us,  which  by  the 
victory  that  you  have  got  over  the  Norman  successor  is  plucked 
up  by  the  roots  and  therefore  ought  to  be  cast  away."  In  other 
words,  the  effect  of  the  Civil  War  and  of  the  defeat  of  Charles  I.,  as 
interpreted  by  his  school  of  thought,  was  to  establish  the  rights  of 
the  people  to  '*  have  the  land  freed  from  the  entanglement  of  lords, 
lords  of  mancHTS,  and  landlords,  which  are  our  taskmasters,"  '^  to 
enter  on  their  inheritance,"  and  "'dig,  plow,  plant  and  dwell  upon  the 
Commons  "  without  rent,  and  improve  them  **  for  a  public  treasury 
and  livelihood."  Instead  of  the  existing  law,  the  rule  was  to  be 
established  of  "  First  come,  first  served."  For  this  appropriation 
and  improvement  of  the  commons  the  inspiration  of  the  '^  Lamb 
of  Righteousness  "  was  claimed,  so  long  as  the  new  possessors  were 
Winstanley  and  his  communistic  society ;  but  the  same  processes 
were  the  direct  suggestion  of  the  *'  Dragon  of  Unrighteousness,"  if 
the  work  was  carried  out  by  the  adjacent  owners  and  cultivators 
of  the  soil.  In  either  case,  whoever  was  the  endoser,  the  general 
public  gained  no  advantage ;  the  pasture  commons  were  ploughed, 
enclosed,  and  appropriated  to  individuals. 

The  episode  is  significant.  Probably  Winstanley  had,  and  has, 
sympathisers.  But  the  views  of  those  practical  agriculturists,  who 
were  interested  in  the  enclosure  and  tillage  of  open-fields  and 
oonmions  in  order  to  accelerate  farming  progress,  were  less  revolu- 
tionary. Had  they  been  carried  into  effect,  much  social  loss  might 
have  been  averted.  From  the  purely  commercial  side,  their  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  converting  open-field  land  into  separate  holdings 
and  of  enclosing  the  commons  and  wastes  were  overwhelming. 
There  need  be  no  depopulation,  for  tillage  would  be  increased.  If 
the  rights  of  commoners  were  respected,  the  social  drawbacks  to 
the  change  might  be  removed.  The  whole  question  was  assuming 
a  new  form.  The  improvements  in  arable  farming  suggested  by 
Stewart  and  CcHnmonwealth  writers  minimised  the  social  loss  caused 
by  enclosures,  at  the  same  time  that  they  magnified  the  economic 
waste  of  the  open-field  system. 

Tudor  farmers  had  treated  arable  and  pasture  farming  as  two 
distinct  branches,  which  could  not  be  combined.    On  open-field 
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land,  though  some  liye-stock  was  maintained  by  means  of  commons, 
the  energies  of  fanners  were  ahnost  exelnsiyely  concentrated  on 
com.  On  enclosed  land,  com  might  be  comparatiyely  relegated 
to  the  background,  and  the  farmer's  mainstays  were  meat,  dairy 
produce,  and,  if  a  flock-master,  wool.  So  long  as  this  rigid  dis- 
tinction was  maintained,  enclosures  often  meant  depopulation  and 
a  dwindling  wheat-area.  Experience  was  crystallised  into  the 
proverb  ''  No  balks,  no  com."  It  is  trae  that,  towards  the  end 
of  Elizabeth's  reign,  the  advantages  which  enclosures  gave  to  the 
enterprise  of  the  arable  farmer  were  realised,  and  land  began  to  be 
fenced  off,  not  for  pasture  only,  but  also  for  tUlc^.  But  tiie 
economic  case  for  enclosures  was  enormously  strengthened,  when  the 
real  pivots  of  mixed  husbandry  were  discovered,  and  when  Stewart 
agriculturists  found  that  neither  turnips,  nor  clover,  nor  artificial 
grasses,  nor  potatoes,  nor  drainage,  were  possible  on  open-fields 
which  were  held  in  common  for  half  the  year.  Yet  the  experience 
of  the  previous  two  hundred  years  had  created  a  mass  of  weU- 
founded  prejudice,  which  fought  stubbornly  against  any  extension 
of  the  practice  of  enclosing  land.  It  is  for  this  reason,  probably, 
that  the  best  writers  of  the  Stewart  and  Commonwealth  period 
labour  hard  to  prove  that  enclosures  of  open-fields  and  commons, 
whatever  their  past  history  had  been,  necessitated  neither  depopula- 
tion nor  decay  of  tillage,  and  might  even  promote  not  only  economic 
but  social  gain. 

In  his  Book  of  Surveying  (1523)  Eitzherbert  had  written  on  the 
way  ''  to  make  a  township  that  is  worth  20  marks  a  year  worth 
£20  a  year."  His  plan  was  to  discover,  first,  how  many  acres  of 
arable  land  each  man  occupied  in  the  open-fields,  how  much  meadow, 
and  what  proportion  of  common  pasture  were  attached  to  his  hold- 
ing ;  and  secondly,  by  means  of  exchange,  to  consolidate  these 
lands,  lay  them  together,  and  enclose  them  in  several  occupation. 
Every  man  should  have  *'  one  little  croft  or  close  next  to  his  house." 
In  the  Briefe  Examination  (1549)  the  Doctor,  who  represents  the 
author's  views,  only  condemns  those  enclosures  of  land  which  were 
made  for  the  conversion  of  tillage  into  pasture,  or  '^without 
recompence  of  them  that  have  right  to  comen  therein."  It  was 
on  this  principle  that  in  1545  the  Royal  wastes  of  Hounslow  Heath 
were  enclosed  under  the  award  of  Commissioners,  who  set  out  a 
portion  of  the  heath  to  each  inhabitant ;  either  as  copyholds,  or 
on  leases  for  terms  of  years. 
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Sentiments  like  these  became  the  commonplaces  of  Stewart  and 
Commonwealth  writers.  The  demand  for  '"  three  acres  and  a 
cow  "  can  show  an  origin  of  respectable  antiquity.  Gabriel  Plattes 
(1639)  ^  pleads  that  all  parties  would  gain  by  enclosores,  landowners 
by  increased  rents,  clergymen  by  improved  tithes,  the  poor  by 
increased  employment.  '*  I  could  wish,"  he  adds,  "'  that  in  every 
Parish  where  Commons  are  inclosed,  a  comer  might  be  laid  to  the 
poore  mens  houses,  that  every  one  might  keep  a  Cow  or  for  the 
maintenance  of  his  familie  two."  The  wish  of  the  Stewart  writer 
had  been  expressed  by  a  Tudor  predecessor  a  century  earUer. 
Thomas  Becon*  in  1540  had  suggested  that  landlords  should 
attach  to  every  cottage  enough "'  land  to  keep  a  cow  or  two."  Walter 
Blith^  argues  vigorously  in  favour  of  enclosures,  and  quotes  with 
approval  the  wliole  of  Tuss^'s  poem  comparing  "  champion " 
(open)  and  ''  severall "  land.  Of  open-field  farmers  he  says  *'  hve 
they  do  indeed,  very  many  in  a  mean,  low  condition,  with  hunger 
and  care.  Better  do  those  in  Bridewell.  And  for  the  best  of 
them,  they  live  as  uncomfortably,  moyling  and  toyling  and  drudg- 
ing. What  they  get  they  spend."  But  in  all  enclosures  he  expressly 
makes  the  condition  that  all  interests  should  be  provided  for — not 
only  those  of  the  landlord,  but  those  also  of  the  *'  Minister  to  the 
People,"  the  ''Freeholder  Farmer  or  Tenant,"  and  the  ''Poor 
Labourer  or  Cottier."  All  these,  he  says,  would  gain  by  the  process. 
He  takes  the  last  first :  "  Look  what  right  or  Litereet  he  hath  in 
(>ommon,  I'll  first  allot  out  Ub  proportion  into  severall  with  the 
better  rather  than  with  the  worse,  a  Proportion  out  of  everyman's 
inheritance."  At  the  same  time  he  condemns  "depopulating 
Lidosure  .  .  .  such  as  former  oppressive  times  by  the  will  and 
power  of  some  cruell  Lord  either  through  his  greatness  or  purchased 
favour  at  Court,  or  in  the  Common  Courts  of  England,  by  his  purse 
and  power  could  do  anything,  inclose,  depopulate,  destroy,  ruine  all 
Tillage,  and  convert  all  to  pasture  without  any  other  Lnprovement 
at  all  .  .  .  which  hath  brought  men  to  conceive,  that  because  men 
did  depopulate  by  Enclosure,  therefore  it  is  now  impossible  to 
enclose  without  Depopulation." 

To  the  same  effect  as  Blith  writes  Robert  Child  in  the  "  Large 

^  A  Diseawry  of  Infinite  Treastdre,  Hidden  Hnce  the  Worlds  a  Beginning,  by 
G(abriel)  P(]atte8),  1639. 

*  The  Jewel  oj  Joy,  1640. 

'  Unglieh  Improver  Improved,  ed.  1663. 
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Letter*'  in  Hartlib's  Legacie  (1061).  He  regards  wastes  and 
commons  as  defects  in  English  husbandry,  and  in  defence  of  his 
position  asks  eight  questions,  which  he  does  not  attempt  to  answer, 
preferring  to  leave  "  the  determination  for  wiser  heads." 

1.  *'  Whether  or  no  these  lands  might  not  be  improved  very  much 
by  the  Httsbandry  of  Flaundera  (viz.)  by  sowing  Flax,  Tnm^M,  great 
Chver-Orasse,  if  that  Manure  be  made  by  fMing  Sheepe  alter  the 
Flounders  way,  to  keepe  it  in  heart  ? 

2.  "  Whether  the  Rottennesse  and  Scabbinesae  of  Sheepe,  Murrein 
of  Cattel,  Diseases  of  horses,  and  in  general  all  diseases  of  Cattel 
do  not  especially  proceed  from  Commons  ? 

3.  '*  If  the  rich  men,  who  are  able  to  keepe  great  stockes  are  not 
great  gainers  by  them  ? 

4.  ''  Whether  Commons  do  not  rather  make  poore,  by  causing 
idlenesse  than  maintaine  them :  and  such  poor,  who  are  trained 
up  rather  for  the  Gallowes  or  beggery,  than  for  the  Commonwealths 
service  ? 

5.  *'  How  it  Cometh  to  passe,  that  there  are  fewest  poore,  where 
there  are  fewest  Commons,  as  in  Kent,  where  there  ia  scarce  6  Com- 
mons  in  the  County  of  a  considerable  greatnesse  ?  ^ 

6.  *'  How  many  do  they  see  enriched  by  the  Commons  :  and  if 
their  Cattel  be  not  usually  swept  away  by  the  Bot,  or  starved  in 
some  hard  winters  ? 

7.  '*  If  that  poore  men  might  not  tmploy  2  Acres  enclosed  to  more 
advantage,  than  twice  as  much  in  a  Common  ? 

''  And  lastly,  if  that  all  Commons  were  enclosed,  and  part  given  to 
the  Inhabitants,  and  part  rented  out,  for  a  stock  to  set  the  poore 
on  worke  in  every  County." 

BUth  not  only  quoted  Tusser  in  support  of  his  opinion,  but  adds 
that  "  all  that  ever  I  yet  saw  or  read  "  held  the  same  opinion. 
'*  Tis  true  I  have  met  with  one  or  two  small  Pieces,  as  M.  Spriggs, 
and  another  whose  name  I  remember  not,  that  write  against  depopu- 
lating Inclosure,  with  whom  I  freely  joyn  and  approve."  It  is 
probable  that  he  alludes  to  Henry  Halhead's  Indosure  Thrown  Open 
etc.  (1650),  to  which  Joshua  Sprigge  of  Banbury  contributed  a 

^  TuBser  held  the  same  opinion  that  poverty  and  commonB  go  together. 
In  his  oompariflon  between  "  Champion  Country  and  Severall  "  he  writes  : 

"  T'one  barefoot  and  ragged  doth  go 
And  ready  in  winter  to  starve ; 
When  t'other  you  see  not  do  so, 
But  hath  that  is  needful  to  serve.*' 
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Preface.  The  tract  is  an  appeal  against  enclosures,  mainly  based 
on  past  history.  It  probably  belongs  to  a  group  of  pamphlets 
dealing  with  the  Midland  counties,  where  the  enclosing  movement 
seems  to  have  been  active.  Halhead  describes  how  woidd-be 
endosers  begin  by  upsetting  the  field  customs  by  which  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land  was  regulated ;  how  they  tell  the  people  that  they 
will  be  three  times  as  well  off,  that  enclosure  stops  strife  and  con- 
tention, "nourisheth  Wood  in  hedges,"  and  keeps  sheep  from 
rotting.  If  they  cannot  prevail  by  these  promises,  they  begin  a 
suit  at  law,  and  make  the  resisters  dance  attendance  at  the  law- 
courts  for  months  and  even  years.  Then  they  pull  out  their  purses, 
and  offer  to  buy  them  out.  If  this  fails,  on  goes  the  suit  till  a  decree 
against  the  open-field  partners  is  granted  in  Chancery.  The 
description  bears  the  stamp  of  accuracy.  But,  logically,  neither 
the  old  methods  of  enclosing  nor  the  results  of  the  conversion  of 
tillage  into  pasture  really  met  the  case  put  forward  by  the  new 
advocates  of  enclosure  as  an  instrument  both  of  social  and 
agricultural  progress. 

The  case  for  enclosures  of  oi)en-field  farms  and  commons  is 
vigorously  stated  in  three  tracts ;  one  by  S.  Taylor  (1062) ;  ^  another 
by  Adam  Moore  (1663) ;  >  the  third  by  Joseph  Lee  (1656).^  Their 
arguments  are  mainly  based  on  the  wretched  conditions  of  the 
commons,  the  poor  farming  of  open-field  land,  and  the  social  and 
agricultural  gain  which,  as  Lee's  practical  experience  had  shown, 
resulted  from  individual  occupation.  None  of  the  three  authors 
alludes  to  the  recent  discoveries  of  roots,  clover,  and  grasses,  or  to 
the  improved  methods  of  drainage,  on  which  BUth  and  others  so 
strongly  relied.  Of  Taylor  nothing  is  known,  except  that  his  tract 
shows  him  to  have  been  a  vehement  assailant  oi  ale-houses.  Moore 
teDs  us  that  he  was  a  Somersetshire  man.  The  Bev.  Joseph  Lee 
was  a  Leicestershire  '*  Minister  of  the  Gospel "  at  Cotesbach,  who 
had  been  violently  attacked  by  his  professional  brethren  for  the 

'  Common  Good :  or  the  Im^provemerU  of  Commons,  Forests,  and  Chases  by 
Inchsure,  by  8.  T(aylor),  1652. 

*  Bread  for  the  Poor  .  .  .  Promised  by  Enclosure  of  the  Wastes  and  Common 
Grounds  of  England,  by  Adam  Moore,  Cient.  1653. 

*  'B&raila  rod  ^Aypov ;  or  a  Vindication  of  a  Regulated  Enclosure^  etc,  by 
Joeeph  Lee,  Minister  of  the  Qospel,  1656. 

The  contrary  view  to  that  taken  by  Lee  was  stated  by  John  Moore,  Minister 
of  Knaptof t  in  Leicestershire,  whose  tract  Tl^e  Crying  Sin  of  England  of  not 
Caring  for  the  Poor,  etc.,  was  published  in  1653.  Moore's  Scripture  Word 
again&t  Indosure  (1656)  was  an  answer  to  Lee. 
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share  he  had  hinuself  taken  in  the  enclosure  of  Catthorp  Common. 
In  his  Epistle  to  the  Reader  he  explains  why  he  preferred  to  reply 
to  these  attacks  by  a  tract  and  not  by  a  sermon :  *'  I  am  very 
sensible  that  if  our  pulpits  had  sounded  more  of  the  things  of 
Christ,  and  lesse  of  the  things  of  the  world,  it  had  been  better  with 
us  then  it  is  this  day."  Part  of  the  tract  consists  of  hard  text- 
fighting  ;  but  its  value  lies  in  the  facts  which  he  quotes  from  his 
own  experience. 

Enclosures,  in  the  opinion  of  the  three  writers,  are  not  only 
'"lawfuU"  but  "laudable."  They  injure  none,  but  profit  all. 
Lee  considers  that  five  classes  ought  to  be  considered,  landlords, 
ministers,  the  poor,  cottagers,  and  tenant-farmers.  Moore  omits 
the  ministers,  but  asserts  the  claims  of  the  remaining  four  classes. 
All  three  writers  agree  that  a  certain  portion  of  the  Commons  ought 
to  be  set  aside  for  the  poor,  and  the  rest  proportionately  divided. 
This,  says  Lee,  was  the  principle  adopted  at  Catthorp.  If  this 
were  done,  there  need  be  no  depopulation.  In  proof  Lee  mentions 
a  number  of  parishes  in  Leicestershire,  where  the  land  had  been 
enclosed  without  any  decay  of  population,  houses,  or  tillage. 
Neither  would  it  lead  to  any  diminution  of  useful  employment. 
The  same  number  of  maid-servants  would  be  employed ;  and 
though  there  might  be  fewer  lads,  they  would  be  more  useful 
citizens  if  set  to  some  trade.  On  the  industrial  gain  thus  derived 
from  enclosures  the  three  authors  are  also  agreed.  They  in  eiffect 
answer  the  fourth  question  asked  by  Robert  Child  in  the  "  Large 
Letter  "  in  Hartlib's  Legacie  with  an  unhesitating  affirmative.  At 
the  beginning  of  the  century,  Norden  (1607)  had  drawn  attention 
to  the  character  of  the  squatters  who  settled  on  the  edges  of  wastes 
and  commons.  He  describes  them  as  "  people  given  to  Uttle  or 
no  labour,  living  very  hardly  with  oaten  bread  and  sour  whey  and 
goat's  milk,  dwelling  far  from  any  church  or  chapel,  .  .  .  as  ignorant 
of  God  or  of  any  civil  course  of  life  as  the  very  savages  among  the 
infidels,  in  a  manner  which  is  lamentable  and  fit  to  be  r^ormed  by 
the  lord  of  the  manor."  Fifty  years  later,  according  to  the  three 
authors,  commons  were  blots  on  the  social  life  of  the  nation. 
Children,  says  Taylor,  are  "  brought  up  Lazying  upon  a  Common 
to  attend  one  Cow  and  a  few  sheep,"  and  '"  being  nursed  up  in 
idleness  in  their  youth  they  become  indisposed  for  labor,  and  then 
begging  is  their  portion  or  Theevery  their  Trade.  .  .  .  The  two 
great  Nurseries  of  Idlenesse  and  Bqggery  etc.  are  Ale-houses  and 


THE  CASE  FOB  ENGL0SX7BES  127 

Commons."  Taylor  says  that  **  people  are  nowhere  more  pennrious 
than  such  as  border  on  commons/'  *'  This  poverty,"  he  explains, 
"  is  due  to  God's  displeasure  at  the  idleness  of  the  Borderers,"  or 
oommoners.  They  have  no  settled  industry.  They  look  to  the 
profits  of  a  horse  or  coW;  if  they  can  keep  one  ;  if  not,  they  can  at 
least  "  compass  a  goose  or  a  swine."  If  they  have  no  live-stock  at 
all,  they  are  *'  sore  of  furze,  fern,  bushes,  or  cowdung,  for  fuel  to 
keep  them  warm  in  winter."  They  can  beguile,  writes  Moore,  the 
'"  silly  Woodcock  and  lus  feathered  fellows  by  tricks  and  traps  of 
their  own  painful  framing,"  and  so  gain  money  enough  to  keep  them 
till  they  have  to  work  again.  Sometimes  they  earn  a  few  shillings 
by  guarding  the  flocks  and  herds  of  others.  But,  if  a  sheep  or  a  cow 
is  missing,  the  '"  chuck-fists  "  will  not  pay  them  their  wage,  but 
suspect  fihem  of  theft,  and  proceed  against  them  by  law.  The 
Commons  are,  in  fact,  *'  Nurseries  of  Thieves  and  Horse-stealers." 
Lee  is  of  the  same  opinion  that  commons  fostered  idleness. 
Perhaps,  he  admits,  "'  3  or  4  shepherd  boyes  "  by  enclosures  "  will 
be  necessitated  to  lay  aside  that  idle  employment ;  .  .  .  destructive 
to  the  soules  of  those  Lads,  in  that,  poor  creatures,  they  are  brought 
up  by  this  means  without  either  civill  or  religious  education." 
When  they  should  have  been  at  school  or  at  church,  they  were 
*'  playing  at  nine-holes  under  a  bush,"  while  their  cattle  make  a 
prey  on  their  neighbour's  com,  and  **  they  themselves  are  made  a 
prey  to  Satan."  Other  moral  gains  are  all^;ed  that  by  enclosure 
an  end  is  put  to  occasions  for  litigation  and  strife  between 
common-field  farmers,  or  for  quarrels  between  herdsmen,  and  that 
there  are  fewer  opportunities  for  pilferings  of  land  and  of  com,  or 
for  the  destruction  of  a  neighbour's  crops  by  turning  in  horses  and 
cattle  under  pretence  that  they  have  broken  loose  from  their 
tethers. 

It  is  not  true,  in  the  opinion  of  the  three  writers,  that  enclosures 
necessarily  destroy  tillage.  On  the  contrary,  the  cheapness  and 
abundance  of  com  are  due  to  the  opportunities  that  enclosures 
afford  for  breaking  up  worn-out  pastures  which  yield  double  the 
quantities  produced  on  common  fields.  Nor  is  it  true  that  endosers 
are  under  a  curse  so  that  the  land  passes  out  of  their  families. 
Instances  to  the  contrary  are  adduced  from  Leicestershire,  and  that 
cannot  be  a  special  curse  on  enclosures  which  is  a  fate  common  to 
all  other  landholders.  Enclosure  may  diminish  the  number  of 
horses  ;  but  one  horse  well  kept  is  worth  three  so  "  jaded  and  tyred 
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as  are  the  horses  of  oommon-field  farmers."  Nor  is  it  any  tyranny 
for  the  majority  to  enforce  enclosure  where  the  whole  body  of 
partners  are  not  unanimous.  At  Catthorp  one  man  with  conmion 
for  seven  sheep  stood  out.  The  rest  overruled  him ;  but  he  lost 
nothing.  All  that  the  other  commoners  did  was  to  enclose  their 
portions  of  the  common  away  from  him.  That  the  agricultural 
gain  is  great,  scarcely  admits  of  a  doubt.  On  open-fields  the  corn- 
land  is  worn  out.  It  can  only  be  induced  to  bear  at  all  by  constant 
ploughings  and  liberal  manurings,  which  absorb  all  profits  in  labour 
and  charges.  Even  then  there  is  often  little  more  than  a  bare 
return  of  seed,  poor  in  quality — '*  small  humble-Bee-Ears  with 
little  grains."  The  pease  land  is  no  better ;  it  may  provide  enough 
for  seed  and  keep  of  the  horses ;  but  it  yields  no  clear  profit.  The 
live-stock  that  are  reared  on  the  commons  are  dwarfed  and  under- 
sized ;  they  are  driven  long  distances  to  and  fro,  so  that  they  have 
neither  rest  nor  quiet.  Colts,  raised  on  the  commons,  by  cold  and 
famine  come  to  no  good.  "'  Cattle,  nurtured  there,  grow  to  such 
brockish  and  starved  stature  "  that,  living,  they  grieve  the  owner's 
eye,  and,  dead,  deceive  the  Commonwealth.  Sheep  do  better ;  but 
they  even  are  so  pinched  that  they  make  little  profit.  One  sheep 
in  an  enclosure  is  worth  two  on  a  common.  There  are  five  rots  in 
the  open-fields  to  one  rot  in  enclosed  land.  The  commons  are 
over-stocked.  They  are,  says  Moore,  *'  Pest-houses  of  disease  for 
cattle.  Hither  come  the  Poor,  the  Blinde,  Lame,  Tired,  Scabbed, 
Mangie,  Rotten,  Murrainous."  No  order  is  kept ;  but  milch  cows, 
young  beasts,  sheep,  horses,  swine — often  unringed — and  geese  are 
turned  out  together.  Furze  and  heath  are  encouraged  by  com- 
moners, because  they  keep  cattle  and  sheep  alive  in  hard  winter 
when  fodder  is  scarce ;  but  the  same  space  covered  with  grass 
would  be  more  useful.  That  which  is  every  man's  is  no  man's, 
and  no  one  tries  to  better  the  commons.  When  it  is  everybody's 
interest  to  improve  the  pasture,  it  is  nobody's  business  to  do  the 
work. 

-  The  whole  subject  of  enclosures  had  yet  to  be  fought  out.  From 
the  point  of  view  of  production,  the  change  was  desirable ;  no 
pressure  of  population  as  yet  made  it  necessary.  Commons  were 
essential  to  the  existence  of  those  open-field  farms,  which  advocates 
of  agricultural  improvement  recognised  as  an  obstacle  to  pro- 
gress ;  but  new  methods  and  new  resources  had  as  yet  hardly 
advanced  beyond  theories.    Neither  the  aigument  from  increased 
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productiveness,  nor  the  appeal  for  progress,  had  gained  their  full 
force.  Yet  the  altered  tone  of  agricultural  writers  is  significant. 
It  was  almost  as  incontestably  in  favour  of  enclosure  as  the  tone 
of  Elizabethan  writers  had  been  opposed  to  the  process.  Qeneralisa- 
tion  from  handfuls  of  particular  instances  is  always  easy.  A 
large  tract  of  country  might  have  been  improved  and  enclosed  with 
the  approval  of  all  parties.  But  there  were  the  widest  differences 
between  commons,  or  between  commons  and  moors,  wastes,  and 
bogs.  Moore  himself  reserves  his  bitterest  condemnation  for  what 
he  calls  ''  marish,"  as  opposed  to  "  uplandish,"  commons.  Stress 
might  be  laid  on  the  moral  influences  of  common  land  either  way, 
and  self-interest  or  bias  is  always  prone  to  conceal  itself  under  the 
mask  of  moral  motives.  The  same  rights  might  encourage  industry 
and  thrift,  or  idleness  and  crime.  It  was  doubtless  illogical  to  argue 
that  enclosures  must  always  depopulate,  whether  the  change  was 
effected  with  or  without  regard  to  the  claims  of  cottagers  and  small 
commoners,  or  for  the  pur]x>se  of  increasing  the  area  either  of 
tillage  or  of  pasture.  Yet  those  who  had  suffered  from  enclosures 
were  not  unjustified  in  the  conclusion  that  history  would  repeat 
itself.  Whichever  way  the  question  was  ultimately  decided,  it 
could  not  fail  to  affect  the  condition  of  the  rural  population  for 
better  or  for  worse,  and  to  affect  it  profoundly.  Unfortunately 
the  decision  was  made,  in  the  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  centuries, 
under  an  economic  pressure  which  completely  overrode  the  social 
considerations  that  should  have  controlled  and  modified  the  process 
of  enclosure. 


CHAPTER  VI. 

THE  LATER  STEWARTS  AND  THE  REVOLUTION. 

1660-1700. 

Wor]idge*8  SyHema  AffriouUurae  (1669) :  improvementa  suggeeted  by  agri- 
oultund  writers  ;  tyranny  of  custom  ;  oontempt  for  book-fanning ;  slow 
progress  in  farming  skill ;  general  standard  low ;  horses,  cattle,  sheep, 
and  pigs  in  the  seventeenth  century  ;  want  of  leaders  ;  growing  influence 
of  landowners ;  the  finance  of  the  Restoration,  and  the  abolition  of 
military  tenures ;  legislation  to  promote  agriculture ;  Gregory  King  on 
the  State  and  OondiHon  of  England  and  Wales  in  1696  :  the  distribution 
of  population  and  wealth. 

The  practical  improvements,  which  had  been  suggested  by  *'  Rustick 
Authors  "  in  the  first  sixty  years  of  the  seventeenth  century,  were 
collected  by  John  Worlidge  in  his  Systema  AgricuUurae  (1669). 
Five  editions  of  this  "  first  systematic  treatise  on  farming ''  show 
that  it  was  for  some  time  regarded  as  a  standard  authority.  Free 
from  the  extravagant  promises  of  his  predecessors,  Worlidge  sum- 
marises their  most  useful  recommendations.  Inordinate  space  is 
still  allotted  to  such  topics  as  trees,  orchards,  '*  garden  tyllage,'^ 
bees,  and  silkworms,  which  occupy  106  pages  out  of  a  total  number 
of  217.  On  the  side  of  stock-breeding  and  stock-rearing  his  book 
remains  especially  defective.  For  information  on  this  subject  he 
merely  refers  readers  in  a  general  way  to  other  writers.  Three 
pages  only  are  devoted  to  the  section  *'  Of  Beasts,"  in  which  the 
special  qualities  required  for  the  different  uses  of  horses,  cattle, 
and  sheep  are  wholly  ignored  ;  only  in  the  case  of  dogs  does  Wor- 
Udge  appear  to  recognise  the  variety  of  purposes  for  which  animals 
are  bred. 

Even  the  most  practical  work  on  farming  which  was  published 
in  the  seventeenth  century  is  ill-balanced  and  defective.  Yet  it 
is  remarkable  how  many  of  the  triumphs  of  nineteenth  century 
farming  were  anticipated  by  these  early  writers,  a  century  and  a 
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half  before  the  improyements  were  generaUy  adopted.  Already 
the  germs  of  a  proper  rotation  of  crops  had  been  implanted,  and  a 
few  advanced  husbandmen,  familiar  with  the  methods  of  the  Low 
Countries,  had  realised  that,  in  roots  and  clovers,  they  commanded 
tiie  means,  not  only  of  keeping  more  stock,  but  of  increasing  the 
yield  of  com.  Already  some  of  the  drawbacks  of  broad-cast 
sowing  had  been  pointed  out,  and  the  advantages  of  setting  in 
regular  rows  suggested.  Already  the  foreign  use  of  oU-cake  for 
cattle  had  been  observed  and  recommended  to  English  farmers. 
But,  as  Mortimer  ^  notices,  Lincolnshire  farmers,  after  pressing  out 
the  '^  oyl "  from  their  coleseed,  preferred  to  *^  bum  the  cakes  to 
heat  their  Ovens."  Already  also  the  field-cultivation  of  potatoes 
had  been  suggested,  and  it  is  a  coincidence  that  the  suggestion  was 
made  only  a  few  years  after  the  drainage  of  those  fens,  on  the  clover- 
sick  soil  of  which,  two  centuries  and  a  half  later,  the  adoption  of 
tiie  crop  worked  a  revolution.  Already  the  use  of  silos  and  of 
ensilage,  the  storage  of  water  in  tanks  for  dry  districts,  the  value 
of  coverings  to  rick-stands,  even  the  utility  of  the  incubator  for 
rearing  poultry — a  box  heated  by  a  candle  or  a  lamp— had  been 
urged  on  Stewart  agriculturists.  In  a  tentative  fashion  the  '*  Rus- 
tick  Authors  "  were  feeling  after  improved  agricultural  machinery. 
Googe's  reaping  car,  the  double-furrow  plough  of  the  "  ingenious 
yeoman  of  Kent,"  Plattes'  corn-setter,  the  com  drill  depicted  by 
Worlidge,  which  made  the  furrow,  sowed  the  seed,  and  deposited 
the  manure,  were  the  ancestors  of  many  useful  inventions.  Still 
more  vaguely  Stewart  writers  were  looking  for  the  aid  of  science. 
Its  future  benefits  could  not,  of  course,  be  foreseen.  But  the 
demand  for  an  Agricultural  College,  the  recognition  of  the  work 
of  the  Royal  Society,  the  study  of  such  books  as  Willis'  De  fermenJtOr 
Hone  or  Glauber's  Miraculum  Mundiy  in  which  an  attempt  was 
made  to  analyse  the  elements  that  contribute  to  vegetation,  show 
that  expectations  had  been  aroused.  Already  a  Land  Registry, 
by  which  land  could  be  made  to  pass  as  freely  as  money,  had  been 
suggested  by  Andrew  Yarranton.  Already  also  the  abolition  of 
*'  slavish  customs,"  and  of  '*  lU  Tenurea  as  Copyhold,  Knighi^ 
Service  etc,"  which  '*  much  discourage  Improvements  and  are  (as 
I  suppose)  Badges  of  our  Norman  Slavery  "  was  demanded.  The 
Hares  and  Rabbits  legislation  hsMi  been  foreshadowed  in  the  out- 

^  The  iohoffi  Ari  of  Hutbandry  ;  or  the  Way  of  Managing  and  Improving  of 
land  (1707). 
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cry  against  the  destmotion  of  growing  crops  by  '*  coneys,"  and 
hares  which  in  1696,  according  to  Gregory  Song's  minute  calcula- 
tion, numbered  24,000.  The  necessity  for  General  Highway  and 
Enclosure  Acts  had  been  urged  on  the  country.  The  prelude  to 
the  long  struggle  for  compensation  for  unexhausted  improvements 
had  been  sounded.  Even  the  twentieth  century  agitation  for  pure 
bread  had  been  anticipated  in  the  protest  that  *'  the  corruption  of 
the  best  aliments,  as  bread,  and  which  are  in  most  use  with  us, 
causeth  the  worst  Epidemicall  Diseases." 

Here  and  there  some  changes  in  farming  practices  had  been  made 
for  the  better.  But  such  progress  was  purely  local,  and  rarely 
survived  the  individual  by  whom  it  was  effected.  Traditional 
methods  were  jealously  guarded  as  agricultural  heirlooms.  Even 
ocular  proof  of  the  superior  advantages  derived  from  improvements 
failed  to  drive  the  John  Trot  geniuses  of  farming  from  the  beaten 
track  in  which  their  ancestors  had  plodded.  Circumstances  com- 
bined to  render  the  force  of  custom  tyrannical.  The  agrarian 
partnerships  on  viUage  farms  opposed  a  natural  obstacle  to  change. 
On  open-fields,  where  the  rotations  of  crops  were  fixed  by  imme- 
morial usage,  based  on  the  common  rights  of  the  whole  body  of 
associated  farmers,  no  individual  could  move  hand  or  foot  to  effect 
improvements.  Unless  a  large  number  of  joint  occupiers,  often 
ignorant,  suspicious,  and  prejudiced,  agreed  to  forgo  common 
rights  and  sMiopt  turnips  and  clover,  it  was  impossible  to  introduce 
their  cultivation.  The  enterprise  of  twenty  farmers  might  be 
checked  by  the  apathy  or  caution  of  one.  It  was  for  this  reason 
mainly  that  Worlidge  sMidresses  his  treatise  to  the  *'  gentry  and 
yeomanry,"  and  that  he  thinks  the  moment  opportune  for  improve- 
ment, because  so  many  farmers  had  been  obliged  to  give  up  their 
holdings  owing  to  "  the  great  Plenty  and  Smallness  of  Value  of  the 
Ordinary  Productions  of  the  Earihy*'  which  left  no  profit  to  those 
who  ''  exerciBcd  onely  the  VtUgar  MeOioda  of  Agricuiture.*^  Even 
if  the  new  materials  for  agricultural  wealth  were  successfully  intro- 
duced by  some  energetic  landlord  or  tenant  on  an  enclosed  farm, 
the  result  of  the  experiment  was  rarely  known  beyond  the  im- 
mediate neighbourhood.  Each  village  was  at  once  isolated  and 
self-sufScing.  Commnnioation  was  difficult ;  frequented  rosMis 
were  often  impassable  except  for  a  well-mounted  horseman  or  a 
coach  drawn  by  eight  horses.  Education  had  not  spread  to  the 
class  to  which  farmers  generally  belonged.    Letters  were  rarely 
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interchanged.  Visits  were  seldom  paid.  The  only  form  in  whioh 
information  could  be  disseminated  was  in  books  or  pamphlets,  and 
in  remote  villages  buyers  were  few  or  none.  Newspapers  had 
hardly  b^gnn  to  exist.  The  first  attempt  to  found  a  scientific 
agricultural  paper  was  made  by  John  Houghton,  whose  CMectum 
of  Letters  for  the  Improvement  of  Huebandry  and  Trade  appeared 
in  a  weekly  series  from  1681  to  1683,  and  again  from  1692 
to  1703.  It  is  improbable  that  the  oiroulation  could  have  been 
extensive  even  among  the  wealthiest  of  the  country  gentry. 
Rumours  of  the  progress  of  the  outside  world  scarcely  penetrated 
to  distant  villages.  Farmers  of  one  district  knew  little  more  of 
the  practices  of  the  next  than  they  did  of  those  of  Kamchatka. 
Beyond  the  limited  range  of  their  horizon,  their  neighbours  were 
only 

''Anthropophagi,  and  men  whose  heads 
Do  grow  beneath  their  shoulders.** 


In  this  extreme  isolation  must  be  sought  a  fruitful  cause  for  the 
slow  diffusion  of  agricultural  improvements.  Another  cause  lay 
in  the  absence  of  any  strong  incentive  to  raise  more  produce  from 
the  soil  than  was  requisite  for  the  inmiediate  wants  of  the  producers. 
Markets  were,  in  many  parts  of  England,  not  only  difficult  of  access 
but  few  in  number.  From  vast  and  crowded  haunts  of  labour 
and  trade  the  cry  of  the  artisan  hsMi  not  yet  arisen  for  bread  and 
meat.  As  soon  as  the  farmer  hisul  satisfied  the  needs  of  himself, 
his  family,  and  his  rent,  his  work  was  done.  Till  a  wider  demand 
for  agricultural  produce  had  been  created  by  the  rapid  growth  of 
population  whioh  resulted  from  the  development  of  manufacturing 
industries,  and  till  the  new  markets  had  been  brought  to  the 
farmer's  door  by  improved  means  of  communication,  the  supply 
was  mainly  regulated  by  the  wants  of  the  producer  himself. 

Another  cause  for  the  n^lect  of  improvements  has  been  already 
mentioned.  A  contempt  for  book-farmers,  which  was  not  wholly 
unjustifiable,  partially  explains  the  slow  adoption  of  new  methods 
and  new  crops.  Of  this  class  of  agricultural  writers,  Thomas 
Tryon  affords  an  interesting  example.  like  most  men  of  his  kind, 
he  was  a  '*  Jack  of  all  trades."  He  was  a  voluminous  writer  on  a 
miscellaneous  variety  of  subjects — against  drinking  brandy  and 
'^smoaking  tobacco,"  upon  brewing  ale  and  beer,  upon  medical 
topics,  upon  dreams  and  visions,  on  the  benefit  of  clean  beds,  on 
the  generation  of  bugs,  on  the  pain  in  the  teeth*.    He  also  com- 
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posed  a  ''  short  discourse  "  of  a  Pjrthagorean  and  a  mystic.  His 
agricultural  book,  The  CoufUryman's  Companion  (1681),  is  chiefly 
noticeable  for  its  account  of  that  '*  Monsterous,  Mortif3nng  Dis- 
temper, the  Rot,"  and  for  the  strange  remedies  which  he  suggests 
for  the  preservation  of  sheep  from  that  disorder.  Thomas  Tryon 
is  an  admirable  representatiTe  of  the  class  of  writers  who  brought 
the  book-farmer  into  disrepute.  But  aheady  true  science  was 
coming  to  the  aid  of  agriculture.  The  Sylva  (1664)  and  Terra  (1676) 
of  John  Evelyn  are  known  to  all  well-read  agriculturists,  and  John 
Ray's  Catalogus  Phmtarum  Angliae  (1670)  marks  an  epoch  in  the 
history  of  botanical  science. 

All  these  conditions  combined  to  raise  formidable  obstacles  to 
the  diffusion  of  improvements  in  farming.  Agricultural  writers 
scarcely  expected  that  th^  changes  they  suggested  would  be  adopted. 
Donaldson,  for  instance,  says  that  people  will  probably  answer  him 
with  '*  Away  with  your  fool  Notions ;  there  are  too  many  Bees  in 
your  Bonet-case.  We  will  satisfie  ourselves  with  such  Measures  as 
our  Fathers  have  followed  hitherto."  Farmers,  says  Harthb's 
LegacU,  did  not  venture  to  attempt  innovations  lest  they  should 
be  caUed ''  projectors."  Bradley,  Professor  of  Botany  at  Cambridge, 
complains  in  fais  Complete  Body  of  Husbandry  (1727),  that  if  he  were 
to  SMivise  farmers  "  about  improvements,  they  will  ask  me  whether 
I  can  hold  a  plough,  for  in  that  they  think  the  whole  mystery  of 
husbandry  consists."  It  was  long  before  clover  emerged  ''  from  the 
fields  of  gentlemen  into  common  use  "  ;  it  did  not  penetrate  into 
Suffolk  villages  till  the  eighteenth  century.  In  Worcestershire 
and  adjoining  districts  the  personal  efforts  of  Andrew  Yarranton 
in  1653-77  had  for  the  time  established  its  use.  But  ''  farmers," 
says  Jethro  TuU,  writing  in  the  reign  of  George  11.,  "  if  advised  to 
sow  clover  would  certainly  reply,  *  Gentlemen  might  sow  it  if  they 
pleased,  but  they  (the  farmers)  must  take  care  to  pay  their  rents.'  " 
Even  more  obstinate  was  the  resistance  to  turnips.  It  was  of  little 
use  [that  Worlidge  in  his  Systema  (1669)  urged  upon  farmers  the 
cultivation  of  roots ;  or  that  Reeve  (1670)  reprinted  Weston's  sMivice 
to  use  turnips  as  the  best  methods  of  improving  '*  barren  and  heathy 
land  "  ;  or  that  Houghton  (1684)  described  the  benefits  which  had 
resulted  in  Norfolk  and  Essex  from  growing  them  as  winter  food 
for  sheep.  Even  their  advocates  hsMi  not  yet  appreciated  the  full 
value  of  roots.    Worlidge  ^  in  1683  had  observed  that ''  sheep  fatten 

1  Houghton's  CoUecUoM  <m  Htuibandry  and  Trade  (ed.  1728),  vol.  iv.  p.  142. 
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very  well  on  tamips,  whioh  prove  an  exoellent  nourishment  for 
tiiem  in  hard  ^winters,  when  fodder  is  scarce ;  for  they  will  not  only 
eat  the  greens,  but  feed  on  the  roots  in  the  ground,  and  scoop  them 
hollow  even  to  the  very  skin."  Houghton^  in  1694  writes  that 
*'  Some  in  Essex  have  their  fallow  after  tumeps,  whioh  feed  their 
sheep  in  winter,  by  which  means  their  tumeps  are  scooped,  and  so 
made  capable  to  hold  dews  and  rain  water  which,  by  oormptingy 
imbibes  the  nitre  of  the  air,  and  when  the  shell  breaks,  it  runs  about 
and  fertilizes.  By  feeding  the  sheep,  the  land  is  dung'd  as  if  it 
had  been  folded ;  and  these  tumeps,  tho'  few  or  none  be  carried 
off  for  human  use,  are  a  very  excellent  improvement ;  nay,  some 
reckon  it  so,  tho'  they  only  plough  the  tumeps  in,  without 
feeding."  They  made  but  slow  progress.  Sir  John  Cullum,  in  his 
History  of  the  Manor  of  Hawsted,  preserves  the  name  of  Michael 
Houghton  as  the  first  man  in  that  Suffolk  parish,  who  about  1700 
raised  a  crop  of  turnips  on  two  acres  of  his  land.  "  I  introduced 
turnips  into  the  field,"  says  Tull,  ''  in  King  William's  reign ;  but 
the  practice  did  not  travel  beyond  the  hedges  of  my  estate  till  after 
the  Peace  of  Utrecht "  (1713).  Potatoes  were  even  less  successful. 
John  Forster  (1664)  had,  as  has  been  already  noticed,  urged  their 
adoption  as  a  field  crop.  Houghton  notices  that  they  had  been 
brought  from  Ireland ''  to  Laneaehire,  where  they  are  very  numerous, 
and  now  they  begin  to  spread  all  the  Kingdom  over.  They  are  a 
pleasant  food  boiled  or  roasted,  and  eaten  with  butter  and  sugar."  ' 
But  Mortimer  (Whole  Art  of  Hurinrndry,  etc.,  1707)  despised  them 
even  in  the  garden  as  ''  very  near  the  Nature  of  the  JemeaUm 
Artichoak,  which  is  not  so  good  or  wholesome.  These  are  planted 
either  of  the  Boots  or  Seeds,  and  may  probably  be  propagated  in 
great  Quantities,  and  prove  a  good  food  for  Swine."  Neither 
clover  nor  turnips  became  general  in  England  before  the  latter 
half  of  the  eighteenth  century,  and  potatoes  were  not  extensively 
grown  tQl  fifty  years  later,  when  their  value  was  urged  on  the 
country  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture. 

The  widest  differences  existed  between  the  farming  of  various 
districts.  The  general  level  was  extremely  low.  But  in  individual 
cases  a  high  standard  was  attained,  and  the  best  possible  use  made 
of  such  resources  as  agriculturists  could  command.  In  natural 
fertility  the  Vale  of  Taunton,  which  Norden  calls  the  ''  Paradise  of 
England,"  was  pre-eminent.    The  best  pastures,  according  to  the 

^  IhitL  voL  i.  p.  213.  *  OoOeetiane,  etc.  vol.  ii.  p.  469. 
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same  aathoiity,  were  at  Crediton  and  WekhpooL  In  arable 
farming,  says  Mascall,  or  his  editor,  Ruscam,  the  seasons  for  the 
operations  of  agriculture,  as  well  as  the  choice  of  implements  must 
depend  on  the  character  of  the  soil.  Thus  on  the  *'  stifle  olayes  of 
HufUingdonahiret  Bedfordshire,  CanUfridgeshire,"  on  "  mixt  soils 
that  are  good  and  fruitful,  as  NorthampUmahire,  Hofifordahire,  most 
parts  of  Kent,  Essex,  Barkshire,"  on  '*  light  and  dry  grounds  which 
have  also  a  certain  natural  fruitfulness  in  them  aa  in  Norfolk, 
Suffolk,  most  parts  of  Lincolnshire,  Hampshire  and  Surrey  '* — 
farmers  will  adapt  themselves  to  circumstances.  On  '"  the  barren 
and  unfruitful  earths,  as  in  Devonshire,  ComwaU,  many  parts  of 
Wales,  Darbyshire,  Lancashire,  Cheshire,  Yorkshire,"  they  must 
profit  by  experience.  ''  The  best  com  land  in  Europe,"  in  the 
opinion  of  Gabriel  Plattes,  was  the  Vale  of  Belvoir.  The  best 
cheeses  were  msMie  at  Banbury,  in  Cheshire,  or  in  the  Chedder 
district.  But  the  latter,  says  Hartlib's  Legaeie,  were  '*  seldom 
seen  but  at  Noblemans  tables  or  rich  Vintners  Sellars."  In  some 
places  the  new  crops  recommended  by  the  Stewart  writers  had 
been  tried.  Liquorice  was  grown  with  success  at  Pontefract  in 
Yorkshire  and  at  ''  Godliman  "  in  Surrey  ;  saffron  was  established 
in  Essex  and  Cambridgeshire ;  canary  seed  and  caraways  were 
tried  in  Kent  and  Oxfordshire ;  hops  were  not  confined  to  Kent, 
but  had  spread  into  Suffolk,  Essex,  Surrey,  and  other  counties ; 
sainfoin  had  been  tested  at  Cobham  in  Kent ;  weld,  used  for  dyeing 
of  ''  bright  Yellows  and  Limon-colours,"  flourished  near  Canter- 
bury ;  madder  and  woad  had  been  proved  to  be  profltable  crops ; 
the  best  flax  and  hemp^  were  grown  near  Maidstone,  where  a 
thread  factory  had  been  recently  established,  at  Bow  and  Stratford 
in  Essex,  and  in  Nottinghamshire.  At  a  later  date  the  district 
round  Beccles  in  Suflolk  was  famous  for  its  hemp  ;  rape  and  cole- 
seed were  estabUshed  in  Kent,  Lincolnshire,  and  elsewhere.  Kent, 
Worcestershire,  Herefordshire,  Gloucestershire,  and  the  neighbour- 
hood of  London  were  famous  for  their  apples,  and  as  many  aa  200 
varieties  were  collected  in  a  single  orchard.  The  cherries  of  Euent 
and  the  quinces  of  Essex  were  in  chief  repute.  ''  There  are  now," 
writes  William  Hughes,*  ''  in  Kent  and  other  places  of  this  Nation, 

^England* 8  Improvement,  and  SetuonaJbU  Advice,  etc.  (London,  1091)  is 
an  anonymous  treatise  on  the  growth  of  hemp  and  flax. 

*  The  Compleat  Vineyard,  by  William  Hughes,  1065.  A  second  and  enlarged 
edition  appeared  in  1070,  and  The  FUnver  Garden  and  Cwwp^eat  Vineyard 
in  1083. 
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Buoh  Vineyards  and  Wall-vines  as  produce  great  store  of  exoellent 
good  wine." 

Increased  attention  was  also  being  paid  to  live-stook,  and  the 
values  of  distinctive  breeds  of  horses,  cattle,  sheep,  and  pigs  were 
discussed*  If  Qervase  Markham's  Chmpe  and  good  Husbandry 
(edition  of  1631)  is  compared  with  Mortimer's  Whole  Art  of 
Husbandry  (1707),  some  idea  may  be  formed  of  the  views  of  the 
seventeenth  century  on  stock-breeding. 

On  horses,  Markham,  in  spite  of  the  criticism  of  Child  abeady 
quoted,  was  reputed  an  authority.  '*  Now  for  the  choyse  of  the 
best  Horse,"  he  writes,  ^'  it  is  divers  according  to  the  use  for  which 
you  will  imploy  him."  Of  '*  Horses  for  the  Warre,"  he  says,  '*  the 
courser  of  Naples  is  accounted  the  best,  the  Ahnainey  the  Sardinian^ 
or  the  French,"  *'  For  a  Prince's  Seat,  any  supreame  Magistrate, 
or  for  any  great  Lady  of  state,"  he  recommends  a  *'  milkewhite  "  or 

faire  dapple  gray "   steed  of  English  breed  :    failing  that,    a 

Hungarian,  SwetMand,  Poland,  or  Irish  "  horse.  The  best  hunter 
he  finds  in  "  the  English  horse,  bastardized  with  any  of  the  former 
Races  first  spoake  of."  The  finest  race-horses  are  *'  the  Arabian, 
Barbary,  or  his  bastard-Jennets,  but  the  Turkes  are  better." 
**  For  travaile  or  burthen  "  the  best  is  the  English  horse,  and  **  the 
best  for  ease  is  the  Irish-hobby"  ''  For  portage,  that  is  for  the 
Packe  or  Hampers,"  and  ''  for  the  Cart  or  Plough,"  he  makes  no 
selection.  For  coach  horses,  he  chooses  the  large  English  gelding, 
or  the  Flemish  mare,  or  the  Flemish  or  Frisian  horse.  There  were 
doubtless  already  distinctive  breeds  in  England,  such  as  the  York- 
shire saddle-horses  of  the  Cleveland  district,  the  heavy  Black  Horse 
of  the  Midlands,  the  Suffolk  Punch,  or  the  West-country  pack- 
horse  ;  but  they  are  not  mentioned  by  Markham.  Nor  does  Mor-^ 
timer  refer  to  any  English  breeds.  He  tells  us,  however,  that 
Leicestershire  was  in  his  day  one  of  the  great  horse-breeding  counties, 
and  that  Hertfordshire  farmers  bought  the  colts  as  two-year-olds, 
and  sold  them  *'  at  about  six  Years  old  to  Gentlemen  at  London 
for  their  Coaches." 

Among  cattle,  the  best  breeds  '*  for  meat "  were  the  long-homed 
cattle  of  Yorkshire,  Derbyshire,  Lancashire,  and  Staffordshire.  The 
tall  long-legged  Idncolns,  generally  "  pide,"  with  more  white  than 
any  other  colour,  were  reckoned  the  best  for  **  labour  and  draught." 
*' Those  in  Somersetshire  and  Gloucestershire  are  generally  of  a 
blood-red  colour,  in  all  shapes  like  unto  those  in  Lincolne-shire,. 
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and  fittest  for  their  uses.''  So  far  Markham.  Mortimer  adds 
other  breeds.  '*  A  good  hardy  Sort  for  fatting  on  barren  or 
middling  Sort  of  Land  are  your  Angleseys  and  Welch,  The  hardiest 
are  the  Scotch."  The  best  breed  for  milking,  in  his  opinion,  was 
''  the  longlegged  short-hom'd  Cow  of  the  Dutch  breed,"  chiefly 
found  in  Lincolnshire  and  Kent. 

Both  Markham  and  Mortimer  have  much  to  say  about  sheep,  which 
were  reckoned  as  the  most  profitable  of  live-stock.  Their  manifold 
uses  inspired  Leonard  Mascall  ^  to  rhyme  in  "  praise  of  sheep  "  : 

'*  These  cattle  (sheep)  among  the  rest. 
Is  counted  for  man  one  of  the  best, 
No  haimful  beast,  nor  hurt  at  all ; 
His  fleece  of  wool  doth  oloath  us  all. 
Which  keeps  us  all  from  extream  cold  ; 
His  flesh  doth  feed  both  young  and  old  : 
His  tallow  makes  the  candles  white. 
To  bum  and  serve  us  day  and  night : 
His  skin  doth  pleasure  divers  ways. 
To  write,  to  wear,  at  all  assaies  ; 
His  guts,  thereof  we  make  wheel-strings ; 
They  use  his  bones  for  other  things ; 
His  horns  some  shepherds  will  not  lose. 
Because  therewith  they  patch  their  shooes  ; 
His  dung  is  chief,  I  understand. 
To  help  and  dung  the  Plowman's  land ; 
Therefore  the  Sheep  among  the  rest. 
He  is  for  man  a  worthy  beast.'* 

But  Mascall  makes  no  attempt  to  distinguish  varieties  of  breed. 
Like  many  of  the  Stewart  "writers,  he  would  probably  have  answered 
as  the  Cumberland  shepherd  repUed  to  the  question — ^where  he 
got  his  rough-legged,  ill-formed  sheep—'*  Lor',  sir,  they  ajre  sik  as 
God  set  upon  the  land ;  we  never  change  any."  Markham,  how- 
ever, distinguishes  the  various  breeds  by  the  quaUty  of  their  wool. 
The  finest  short  wool  came  from  the  small  black-faced  Hereford- 
shire sheep  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Leominster,  and  in  parts  of 
Worcestershire  and  Shropshire.  The  Gotswold  breed  was  heavier, 
but  the  wool  was  longer  and  straighter  in  the  staple,  and  the  fleece 
coarser.  Parts  of  Warwickshire  and  Worcestershire,  "  all  Leicester- 
shire^  Buckinghamshire,  and  part  of  Norihamptanahire,  and  that 
part  of  Nottinghamshire  which  is  exempt  from  Sherwood  Forest " 
produced  "a  large-boned  Sheep,  of  the  best  shape  and  deepest 

^  Masoall's  book  on  the  Qovemmeni  of  OaUeU,  originaUy  published  in  1591, 
was  still  in  oixoulation  nearly  a  oentury  later,  under  the  title  of  The  Oatmiirey' 
fnan*s  Jewel,  The  edition  of  1680  is  said  to  be  "  Gathered  at  first  by  Leonard 
Mtucal,  but  much  Inlarged  by  Richard  RuBoam,  Gent." 
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staple/'  These  were  pasture  sheep,  and  their  wool  was  coarse  in 
qnaUty.  The  Yorkshire  breed  was  *'  of  reasonable  bigge  bone,  but 
of  a  staple  rough  and  hajrie."  Welsh  sheep  were  to  be  "  praised 
only  in  the  dish,  for  they  are  the  sweetest  mutton."  The  linooln- 
shire  salt  marshes  bore  the  largest  animals ;  but  '*  their  legges  and 
beDies  are  long  and  naked,  and  their  staple  is  coarser  than  any 
other."  Mortimer  practically  repeats  Markham's  list.  But  he  adds 
one  significant  remark.  Speaking  of  Lincolns  and  the  coarseness 
of  their  wool,  he  says :  '*  they  are  lately  much  amended  in  their 
Breed."  Some  local  pioneer  of  Bakewell  and  his  Leicesters  was 
already  attempting  the  improvement  of  Lincolns.  Both  Markham 
and  Mortimer  condemn  homed  sheep,  and  sMivise  buyers  to  choose 
animals  with  plenty  of  bone.  Both  also  repeat  the  warning  of  Fitz- 
herbert  and  Tusser  that  on  open-field  farms  lambs  must  be  timed  to 
fall  in  January. 

Pigs  naturally  take  a  prominent  place  in  the  books  of  **  Bustick 
Authors."  They  are,  says  Markham,  "  troublesome,  noysome, 
unruly,  and  great  ravenours,"  yet  they  are  "  the  Hueband/mans 
Best  Seavengefy  and  the  Huatvifes  most  wholesome  sinke,"  and,  *'  in 
the  dish,  so  lovely  and  so  wholesome,  that  all  other  faults  may  be 
borne  with."  Mascall  quotes  as  a  proverb  the  common  saying : 
*'  The  hog  is  never  good  but  when  he  is  in  the  dish."  The  natural 
cleanliness  of  the  animal  is  strongly  urged  by  all  the  seventeenth 
century  writers.  As  to  breed,  no  English  county  could  be  said  to 
have  a  better  sort  than  any  other.  But  Markham  thinks  the  best 
pigs  are  raised  in  Leicestershire,  some  parts  of  Northamptonshire, 
and  the  clay  countries  bordering  on  Leicestershire.  As  to  colour,  he 
recommends  white  or  *'  sanded,"  or  black.  But  these  last  are  said 
to  be  rare.  Pied  pigs  he  considers  to  be  more  subject  to  measles. 
Both  he  and  Mortimer  attribute  the  superiority  of  Leicestershire 
and  the  surrounding  districts  to  the  great  quantities  of  beans 
and  pulse  which  were  raised  in  those  counties,  and  Mortimer  adds 
that  the  pigs  from  those  parts  of  the  country  were  mostly  sold  in 
London  for  use  at  sea. 

At  the  B«storation,  the  greatest  need  of  English  farming  was 
the  leadership  of  practical  men,  possessed  of  the  leisure,  the  educa- 
tion, and  the  capitcd,  to  test  by  experiments  the  value  of  a  mass 
of  theoretical  advice,  to  adopt  new  crops,  introduce  new  methods, 
improve  the  live-stock  of  the  country.  Such  pioneers  were  found, 
at  a  later  date,  among  the  large  landowners*    Li  1660  they  were 
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not  forthooming  from  that  or  from  any  other  class,  and  this  want 
of  leadership  to  a  great  extent  explains  the  reluctance  of  farmers 
to  put  in  practice  many  of  the  improvements  which  not  only  book- 
farmers  but  practical  agriculturists  were  recommending.  The  state 
of  society  was  still  too  unsettled,  the  title  to  land  too  insecure,  to 
tempt  expenditure.  The  number  of  men  who  could  afford  the 
necessary  outlay  was  relatively  few.  Landed  property  in  1660  was 
distributed  in  smaller  quantities  among  more  numerous  owners 
than  it  was  a  century  later.  The  events  of  the  Commonwealth 
period  had  further  increased  this  wide  distribution  of  ownership. 
Large  quantities  of  land,  confiscated  by  the  Parliament,  hsMi  been 
thrown  on  the  market.  Many  estates  hsMi  also  been  forfeited  to 
the  Government  and  sold,  often  in  small  parcels,  because  the 
royalist  owners  either  refused  or  neglected  to  compound  for  their 
*'  delinquencies."  Portions  of  other  properties  had  been  sold  by 
their  owners  to  pay  the  composition  or  the  Decimation  Tax.  In 
all  these  cases,  numbers  of  the  purchasers  were  small  men.  At  the 
Restoration,  the  estates  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  Church,  and  the 
confiscated  lands  of  eminent  royalists  were  restored  to  their  original 
owners,  without  compensation  to  purchasers  who  had  bought  under 
the  authority  of  the  Commonwealth  Government.  But  no  attempt 
was  made  to  cancel  the  purchase  of  lands  which  had  been  sold 
under  forfeitures  to  the  Parliament,  or  under  the  pressure  of  the 
taxation  imposed  by  the  victorious  Puritans  on  the  vanquished 
royalists.  All  claims  of  this  nature  were  barred  by  an  Act,  which 
disappointed  Cavaliers  condemned  as  an  act  of  indenmity  to  the 
King's  enemies  and  of  oblivion  to  his  friends.  But  whether  the 
Republicans  were  deprived  of  their  purchases,  or  confirmed  in  their 
possession,  the  example  was  not  lost  on  their  contemporaries.  The 
nature  of  the  compromise  effected  at  the  Restoration  necessarily 
impaired  the  sense  of  security.  When  titles  were  precarious, 
outlay  of  capital  seemed  too  speculative  a  risk.  Moreover,  many 
of  the  royalists  who  were  fortunate  enough  to  retain  or  regain 
possession  of  their  estates,  found  themselves  too  impoverished  to 
spend  money  on  their  improvement,  or  too  formed  in  their  habits 
to  endure  the  tediousness  of  directing  them.  The  generations 
which  knew  the  Civil  War,  the  Commonwealth,  the  Restoration, 
the  rebellion  of  Monmouth,  and  the  Revolution  had  passed  away, 
before  landowners,  in  widely  different  circumstances,  assumed  the 
lead  in  agricultural  progress. 
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Chaoges  were  already  at  work  which,  within  the  next  half  ceatury, 
not  only  restored  the  position  of  the  landed  gentry,  but  gave  them 
an  mflnence  which  they  had  never  before  possessed.  Parliament 
gained  control  over  the  Qovemment,  and  the  House  of  Commons 
over  ParUament.  At  the  same  time  the  jurisdiction  of  magistrates 
was  greatly  extended.  Controlling  the  House  of  Commons  through 
the  county  elections,  adnumstering  local  justice,  allied  with  the 
Church  as  the  bulwark  of  Protestantism,  recruiting  from  its 
wealthiest  members  the  order  of  the  peerage,  absorbing  into  its 
own  ranks  their  younger  sons,  the  landed  gentry  became  the  pre- 
dominant class  in  the  country.  How  great  was  the  increase  in 
their  power  may  be  illustrated  by  the  difference  in  the  attitude 
which  Elizabethan  and  Hanoverian  Parliaments  assumed  towards 
enclosures.  Many  of  the  seeds  of  this  growth  in  the  political  and 
social  ascendancy  of  the  landed  aristocracy  were  sown  during  the 
period  under  notice. 

One  of  the  first  questions  which  came  before  the  Restoration 
Parliament  was  that  of  finance.  Some  permanent  provision  had 
to  be  made  for  the  ordinary  charges  of  Qovemment.  A  Committee 
was  appointed  which  reported  that  the  average  yearly  income  of 
Charles  I.  for  the  period  1637-41  had  been  £900,000,  but  that  of 
this  sum  £200,000  were  derived  from  sources  no  longer  available. 
Parliament  decided  to  raise  the  annual  income  of  the  Crown  to 
£1,200,000.  Li  providing  this  sum  the  lines  laid  down  by  the 
Republican  financiers  were  in  the  main  followed.  The  cost  of  the 
Civil  War  and  the  subsequent  expenses  of  the  Commonwealth 
Oovemment  had  been  met  by  the  old  device  of  customs  duties,  and 
by  the  new  expedients  of  monthly  assessments  on  lands  and  goods, 
and  of  excise  duties,  borrowed  from  the  Dutch  financiers,  on  a 
large  range  of  products  which  at  one  time  included  meat  and  salt. 
The  old  feudal  dues,  exacted  by  the  Crown  on  all  lands  held  by 
military  tenure,  had  dwindled  in  importance  and  value,  in  spite  of 
the  attempts  made  by  Henry  VJll.  and  Charles  I.  to  enforce  them 
with  greater  rigour.  To  a  large  extent  their  place  had  been  taken 
by  parliamentary  grants  of  subsidies  on  lands  and  goods.  Those 
which  remauied  in  operation  were  comparatively  unproductive ; 
they  were  besides  uneconomical,  uncertain,  and  inconvenient.  They 
were  also  not  granted  by  Parliament,  and  thus  provided  the  Crown 
with  funds  which  were  not  under  national  control.  Their  abolition 
had  been  recommended  in  the  reign  of  James  I. ;    it  hsMi  been 
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carried  by  a  resolution  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament  in  1645 ;  it 
was  one  of  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Newport  in  1648,  when  Charles 
I.  agreed  to  surrender  the  dues  for  the  payment  of  £100,000  a  jeax  ; 
it  had  been  demanded  by  Puritan  agriculturists  like  Hartlib  and 
Blith  ;  finally,  in  1656  the  abolition  had  been  passed  into  law  with 
the  consent  of  Cromwell.  Technically  speaking,  the  legislation  of 
the  Commonwealth  was  annulled  by  the  Restoration ;  practically, 
however,  the  question  was  not  whether  the  abolished  dues  should 
be  continued,  but  whether  they  should  be  revived.  Against  this 
revival  it  was  argued  in  1660  that  much  land  had  changed  hands 
in  the  previous  fifteen  years  without  any  provision  for  the  possible 
revival  of  the  liability.  The  income  voted  for  Charles  n.  had  to 
be  provided,  the  problem  of  ways  and  means  to  be  solved.  The 
Restoration  Parliament  might  have  abandoned  the  excise  duty,  or 
revived  the  feudal  dues,  or  substituted  for  them  a  land  tax.  They 
retained  the  excise  introduced  by  Republican  financiers,  but  reduced 
it  by  a  half ;  they  confirmed  Cromwell's  abolition  of  the  emolu- 
ments which  the  Crown  hsMi  derived  from  lands  held  in  chivalry  ;  ^ 
they  declined  by  a  majority  of  two  votes  to, impose  a  land  tax.  At 
the  same  time  the  Crown  surrendered  its  oppressive  prerogatives 
of  purveyance  and  pre-emption.  No  doubt  the  immediate  result 
of  these  fiscal  changes  was  that  the  landed  aristocracy  contuiued 
to  be  relieved  from  a  burden,  and  that,  from  motives  of  self-interest, 
they  refused  to  revive,  either  in  its  original  or  in  a  substituted  form, 
a  system  of  taxation  which,  before  the  Commonwealth,  had  once 
attached  to  land  held  in  chivalry. 

The  abolition  of  military  tenures  reduced  to  some  extent  the 
necessary  outgoings  of  many  of  the  landed  gentry.  At  the  same 
time  the  commercial  policy  sMiopted  by  the  Restoration  Qovemment 
maintained,  if  it  did  not  swell,  their  incomes.  The  steady  rise  in 
the  price  of  wool  during  the  past  century  had  begun  to  hamper  the 
clothing  trade.  Li  order  to  lower  prices  for  home  manufacturers, 
an  Act  passed  in  1647,  and  re-enacted  in  1660,  prohibited  its 
exportation.  Still  further  to  stimulate  the  clothing  industry,  a 
series  of  Acts,*  from  1666  onwards,  ordered  the  burial  of  the  dead 
in  woollen  fabrics.  Partly  for  revenue,  partly  in  compensation  for 
these  concessions  to  manufacturing  industries,  partly  to  meet  the 
claims  of  impoverished  adherents,  partly  to  maintain  the  balance 
between  pasture  and  tillage,  partly,  no  doubt,  to  make  England 

1 12  Car.  n.  0.  24.  *  18  and  19  Car.  U.  c.  4. 
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self-supporting  ia  its  food  supplies,  important  changes  were  made 
in  the  laws  which  regolated  the  trade  in  com.^  In  the  reign  of 
Philip  and  Mary,  home-grown  com  could  not  be  exported  if  home* 
prices  for  wheat  rose  above  66.  8d.  per  quarter,  and  for  cheaper 
grains  in  proportion.  This  limit  was  raised  by  subsequent  legisla- 
tion. Thus  the  home  price  for  wheat,  at  which  exportation  was 
prohibited,  was  raised  in  1593  to  20s.,  in  1804  to  2es.  8d.,  in  1623 
to  328.,  in  1660  to  40s.,*  in  1663  to  48s.*  In  1660  duties  were  also 
imposed  on  the  importation  of  foreign  wheat.  These  duties  were 
at  first  nominal.  Thus  they  started  at  2s.  per  quarter  on  imported 
wheat,  when  home-prices  exceeded  44s.  In  1663  they  were  raised 
to  08.  4d.  per  quarter,  when  home-grown  wheat  roee  above  48b. 
In  1670  ^  the  com  laws  became  more  frankly  protective.  No  limit 
of  price  was  fixed  above  which  the  exportation  of  home-grown  com 
was  prohibited,  and  a  heavy  duty  of  16s.  a  quarter  was  imposed 
on  foreign  wheat  when  home  prices  did  not  exceed  53s.  4d.  per 
quarter.  Similar  duties  were  imposed  on  the  importation  of  other 
foreign  grain  at  proportionate  prices.  A  further  change  was  made 
m  1688.'  The  Act  of  that  year  offered  a  bounty  on  the  export 
of  home-grown  com  of  5s.  per  quarter  of  wheat,  whenever  the 
home-price  fell  below  48s:  per  quarter,  and  on  other  grain  in  pro- 
portion. On  these  two  principles,  namely  a  duty  on  the  importation 
of  foreign  com  and  a  bounty  on  the  exportation  of  home-grown 
c<»ii,  combined  with  frequent  prohibitions  of  exports,  the  com 
trade  was  regulated  throughout  the  eighteenth  century.  Similar 
measures  were  adopted  to  encourage  the  raisiug  of  cattie,  and 
importations  from  Ireland  were  prohibited.  Legislation  did  not, 
however,  raise  prices ;  it  only  succeeded  in  maiutaining  them. 
Increased  production  at  home  counteracted  the  effect  which  the 
restriction  of  imports  might  otherwise  have  produced.  England, 
says  Sir  William  Petty,^  ''doeth  so  abound  in  Victuals  as 
that  it  maketh  Laws  against  the  Importation  of  Cattie,  ilesh 
and  Fish  from  abroad ;  and  that  the  draining  of  Fens,  im- 
proving of  Forests,  inclosing  of  Commons,  Sowiog  of  St.  Foyne 
and  Clover-grass  be  grumbled  against  by  Landlords,  as  the 
Way   to   depress   the   price  of   Victuals."    Elsewhere   he   adds : 

1  See  Appendix  III.     The  Com  Laws.         '  12  Car.  H.  o.  4. 

*  15  Car.  n.  o.  7.  «  22  Car.  n.  o.  13. 

•  1  William  and  Mary,  c.  12. 

•Several  Eeeaya  in  PoUtical  ArUhmeHe,  ed.  1755,  pp.  150-169. 
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*'  it  is  manifest  that  the  land  in  its  present  Condition  is  able  to 
bear  more  Provision  and  Commodities,  than  it  was  forty  years 
ago." 

Throughout  the  period  from  the  Restoration  to  the  Revolution, 
except  for  one  disastrous  year  of  plague,  fire,  and  war,  the  country 
prospered.  The  receipts  from  customs  steadily  advanced.  Trade 
was  expanding.  As  Amsterdam  decayed,  and  Portuguese  and 
Spanish  Jews  fled  to  England  to  escape  the  Liquisition,  money 
flowed  into  the  country.  Other  religious  refugees  brought  with 
them  useful  arts  and  manufactures.  The  development  of  banking 
stimulated  commercial  undertakings.  Between  1661  and  1687  the 
receipts  from  the  customs  duties  more  than  doubled.  Fortunes, 
made  in  the  city  were  often  invested  in  land,  which  now  was  begin- 
ning to  confer  on  its  possessors  a  new  political  and  social  influence. 
The  landed  gentry  shared  in  the  growing  prosperity,  either  through 
its  general  effects  on  the  country,  or  by  wealthy  marriages,  or  by 
sending  their  sons — as  Rashleigh  Osbaldistone  was  sent  by  Sir 
Hildebrand — ^into  business.  Between  1675  and  1700,  said  Sir 
William  Temple  *'  the  first  noble  families  married  into  the  City."  ^ 
Latimer  had  preached  against  landlords  becoming  *'  graziers,"  and 
aldermen  turning  '*  colliers,"  and  disquietude  at  this  commercial 
tendency  had  influenced  the  legislation  of  Edward  VI.  But  times 
had  chajQged.  Though  Heralds  still  distinguished  between  "  foreign 
Merchants  "  and  retail  shopkeepers,  on  the  ground  apparently  that 
^'  Navigation  was  the  only  laudable  part  of  aU  buying  and  selling," 
yet  they'  had  solemnly  decided  that  '^  if  a  Gentleman  be  bound 
an  Apprentice  to  a  Merchant,  or  other  Trade,  he  hath  not  thereby 
lost  his  Degree  of  Gentility." 

Closely  united  with  the  nobility,  the  Church,  and  the  merchant 
princes,  sharing  in  the  general  prosperity,  and,  in  virtue  of  their 
property,  exercising  new  political  and  social  powers,  the  landed 
gentry  were  beginning  to  acquire  that  predominant  influence  which 
was  BO  marked  a  feature  in  the  eighteenth  century.  The  change 
necessarily  added  an  artificial  value  to  the  ownership  of  land :  it 
not  only  arrested  the  tendency  towards  its  wider  distribution,  but 
encoyraged  its  accumulation  in  fewer  hands.  Once  acquired, 
estates  were  held  together  by  the  introduction  of  family  settle- 

^  Quoted  by  Toynbee,  Industrial  RevoltOum,  ed.  1887,  p.  63. 

*  Logan*8  Treatise  of  Honor  at  the  end  of  Gwillim's  Display  of  Heraldry 
(ed.  1679),  p.  156. 
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meats.  On  the  eve  of  this  ohangey  it  may  be  of  interest  to 
note  a  contemporary  estimate  of  the  agrioultural  population 
and  wealth  of  the  coimtry  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  cen- 
tury. 

Gregory  King,  whose  training  and  ezperi^ice  specially  qualified 
him  for  the  task,  drew  up  a  statistical  account  of  the  "  State  and 
Condition  "  of  England  and  Wales  in  1696.  EKs  estimates  of  the 
actual  numbers  of  the  population  are  the  result  of  an  investigation 
by  a  competent  and  careful  observer,  who  made  the  fullest  use  of 
the  information  supplied  by  such  figures  as  those  contained  in  the 
Hearth-office,  the  assessments  on  Births,  Marriages,  and  Burials, 
the  Parish  Registers,  and  Public  Accounts.  The  substantial 
accuracy  of  this  part  of  his  work  has  stood  the  test  of  subsequent 
criticism,  in  spite  of  his  prophecy  that  in  1900  the  population 
would  have  risen  to  7,350,000.  For  the  rest  of  his  estimates  he 
mainly  depended  on  guess-work.  Confidence  is  scarcely  created  by 
his  laborious  calculation  of  the  numbers  of  hares,  rabbits,  and 
wild  fowl  in  the  country,  Eong's  figures  were  largely  used  by 
Davenant,^  but  his  actual  manuscript  remained  unpublished  tiU 
1801  .> 

EJng  estimated  the  total  acreage  of  England  and  Wales  at  39 
million  '  acres ;  of  which  11  million  acres  were  arable,  averaging 
a  yearly  rent  per  acre  of  58.  lOd. ;  and  10  million  were  meadow  or 
pasture,  averaging  9s.  an  acre.  Of  the  11  million  arable  acres,  ten 
million  were  under  the  plough  for  com,  pease,  beans,  and  vetches ; 
one  million  acres  were  allotted  to  flax,  hemp,  saffron,  woad  and 
other  dyeing  weeds,  etc.  He  goes  on  to  calculate  the  Uve-stock  of 
the  country  thus  :  '*  horses  (and  asses),"  600,000 ;  cattle,  4|  million ; 
sheep,  11  million ;  pigs,  2  million.  The  total  population  in  1696 
is  estimated  at  5,500,000  persons,  distributed  into  1,400,000  urban, 
and  4,100,000  rural,  inhabitants.  The  total  yearly  income  of  the 
nation  in  1688  is  calculated  at  £43,500,000.    Of  this  total,  con- 

^  An  Essay  upon  the  Probable  Methods  of  making  a  People  Oainers  in 
ihe  BaUance  of  Trade,  by  Charles  Davenant,  1698  (Seotion  I.  "Of  the 
People  of  England,"  and  Section  II.  "Of  the  Land  of  England  and  its 
Product "). 

>  Published  in  An  Estimate  of  the  ComparaHve  Strength  of  Great  Britain^  by 
George  Chabnara  (1802),  under  the  title  of  "  Natural  and  Political  Observa- 
tions and  CkmoludonB  upon  the  State  and  Condition  of  England,  1696 ;  by 
Oregory  King,  Esq.,  Lancaster  Herald." 

*  The  actual  figure  is  37,319,221  acres. 
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dderably  more  than  half  (£24,480,000)  belonged  to  the  following 
families : 


Yeai^ 

Inoome 

£84 

0 

0 

60 

0 

0 

44 

0 

0 

16 

0 

0 

6  10 

0« 

40,000  Freeholders  ^  of  the  better  sort 
140,000  Freeholders  of  the  lesser  sort    - 

160,000  Farmers 

364,000  Labouring  People  and  Out-servants  - 
400,000  Cottagers  and  Paupers     - 

Sing's  estimates  bring  into  strong  relief  the  vast  revolution 
which  the  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  centuries  produced  in  the  dis- 
tribution of  population  and  of  wealth.  The  same  point  is  illustrated 
from  a  different  point  of  view  by  a  comparison  of  the  wealth  of  the 
different  counties  in  1696  and  at  the  present  day.  Material  for 
such  a  comparison  is  found  in  the  frequent  assessments  which  were 
made  of  the  counties  during  the  seventeenth  century  for  various 
fiscal  purposes.  The  central  counties  are  the  richest ;  then  follow 
in  order  of  wealth  the  south,  the  east,  the  west.  Poorest  of  all  is 
the  north.  Throughout  the  whole  period,  Middlesex  is  the  richest 
and  Cumberland  the  poorest  county.  The  most  conspicuous  change 
was  that  of  Surrey,  which  rose  from  the  eighteenth  place  in  1636  to 
the  second  in  1693.  Excluding  Middlesex,  and  excepting  Surrey, 
the  wealthiest  district  throughout  the  whole  period  was  formed  by 
a  block  of  six  agricultural  counties  north  of  the  Thames — ^namely 
Hertfordshire,  Bedfordshire,  Buckinghamshire,  Berkshire,  Oxford- 
shire, and  Northamptonshire.  Their  position  illustrates  the  im- 
portance of  London  as  a  market  for  agricultural  produce.  Already 
its  rapid  growth  was  exciting  alarm,  lest  '*  the  Head  "  should  become 
"  too  big  for  the  Body."  According  to  Gregory  King,  its  popula- 
tion was  630,000  souls  out  of  an  urban  population  of  1,400,000,  and 
a  total  population,  urban  and  rural,  of  5}  millions.  Throughout 
the  whole  period,  again,  the  seven  poorest  counties,  though  their 
order  in  the  list  varies,  were  Cheshire,  Derbyshire,  Yorkshire, 
Lancashire,  Northumberland,  Durham,  and  Cumberland.  The 
assessment  of  the  whole  district  north  of  the  Humber,  comprising 
one-fifth  of  the  total  area  of  England,  was  not  greater  than  that  of 

^  It  should  be  noted  that  freeholden  inoluded  not  only  owners  and  oooupy- 
ing  ownen,  but  tenants  for  life  and  lives,  as  weU  as  copyholders. 

*  For  tables  of  estimates  drawn  up  by  King  and  Davenant,  see  Appendix 

AT* 
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Wfltshire.  In  the  latter  half  of  the  following  oentuiy  not  only 
wealth  bnt  population  migrated  northwards,  and  the  inhabitants 
of  rmal  distriots  began  to  flow  into  the  centres  of  trade  and  manu- 
facture which  crowded  round  the  coal  and  iron  fields  and  water- 
power  of  the  northern  counties. 


CHAPTER  VII. 

JETHRO  TXJLL  AND  LORD  TOWNSHEND.    1700-1760. 

AgrioultcunJ  progreaB  in  the  eighteenth  century;  enclosures  necessaiy  to 
advance ;  advocates  and  opponents  of  the  enclosing  movement ;  area 
of  uncultivated  land  and  of  land  cultivated  in  open-fields ;  defects  of  the 
open-field  system  as  a  method  of  fanning ;  pasture  commons  as  adjuncts 
to  open-field  holdings ;  the  necessary  lead  in  agricultural  progress  given 
by  large  landowners  and  large  farmers ;  procedure  in  enclosures  by  Act 
of  Parliament :  varying  dates  at  which  districts  have  been  enclosed : 
influence  of  soil  and  diznate  in  breaking  up  or  maintaining  the  open-field 
Byvtem  :  the  East  Midland  and  North  Eastern  group  of  counties  :  improved 
methods  and  increased  resources  of  farming ;  Jethro  Tull  the  *'  greatest 
individual  improver  ** ;  Lord  Townshend's  influence  on  Norfolk  husbandry. 

Thb  gigantic  advance  of  agriculture  in  the  nineteenth  century 
dwarfs  into  insignificance  any  previous  rate  of  progress.  Yet  the 
change  between  1700  and  1800  was  astonishing.  England  not  only 
produced  food  for  a  population  that  had  doubled  itself,  as  well  as 
grain  for  treble  the  number  of  horses,  but  during  the  first  part  of 
the  period  became,  as  M.  de  Ijavergne  has  said,  the  granary  of 
Europe.  Population  before  1760  grew  so  slowly  that  the  soil, 
without  any  great  increase  in  farming  skill  or  in  cultivated  area, 
produced  a  surplus.  Under  the  spur  of  the  bounty,  land  which  had 
been  converted  to  pasture  was  again  ploughed  for  com,  and  proved 
by  its  yield  that  it  had  profited  by  the  prolonged  rest.  The  price 
of  wheat,  between  the  years  1713  and  1764,  in  spite  of  large  exports, 
averaged  34s.  lid.  per  quarter ;  poor-rates  fell  below  the  level  of 
the  preceding  century ;  real  wages  were  higher  than  they  had  been 
since  the  reign  of  Henry  VI.  In  England,  at  least,  there  was  little 
civil  war  or  tumult,  no  glut  of  the  labour  market,  no  sudden  growth 
of  an  artisan  class.  The  standard  of  living  improved.  Instead  of 
the  salted  carcases  of  half -starved  and  aged  oxen,  fresh  meat  began 
to  be  eaten  by  the  peasantry.  Wheaten  bread  ceased  to  be  a  luxury 
of  the  wealthy,  and,  at  the  accession  of  George  m.  had  become  the 


THE  PEASANTS'  GOLDEN  AOE  149 

bread-staff  of  half  the  population.  Politioally  and  morally,  the 
period  was  oorrupt  and  ooane ;  materially,  it  was  one  of  the  Qoldeir 
AgOB  of  the  peasant.  The  only  drawbaoks  to  the  general  prosperity 
of  agricoltore  daring  the  first  half  of  the  oentory  were  the  visita- 
tiona  of  the  rot,  and  of  the  cattle  plague.  EUis  ^  speaks  of  the  rot 
in  1735  as  '^  the  most  general  one  that  has  happened  in  the  memory 
of  man  .  .  .  the  dead  bodies  of  rotten  sheep  were  so  nomeroos  in 
roads,  lanes,  and  fields,  that  their  oarrion  stench  and  smell  proved 
extremely  offensive  to  the  neighboaring  parts  and  the  passant 
travellers."  A  newer  and  more  mysterioas  scoorge  was  the  cattle 
plague.  Starting  in  Bohemia,  it  travelled  westward,  devastated 
the  north  of  France,  and  three  times  visited  England.  The  only 
remedy  was  to  slaughter  infected  animals ;  in  a  single  year  the 
Government,  paying  one-third  of  the  value,  expended  £136,000  in 
compensation. 

The  great  changes  which  English  agriculture  witnessed  as  the 
eighteenth  century  advanced,  and  particularly  after  the  accession 
of  George  IQ.  (1700),  are,  broadly  speaking,  identified  with  Jethro 
Toll,  Lord  Townshend,  Bakewell  of  Dishley,  Arthur  Young,  and 
Coke  of  Norfolk.  With  their  names  are  associated  the  chief 
characteristics  in  the  farming  progress  of  the  period,  which  may  be 
summed  up  in  the  adoption  of  improved  methods  of  cultivation, 
the  introduction  of  new  crops,  the  reduction  of  stock-breeding  to 
a  science,  the  provision  of  increased  facilities  of  communication  and 
of  transport,  and  the  enterprise  and  outlay  of  capitalist  landlords 
and  tenant-farmers.  The  improvements  which  these  pioneers 
initiated,  taught,  or  exemplified,  enabled  England  to  meet  the 
strain  of  the  Napoleonic  wars,  to  bear  the  burden  of  additional 
taxation,  and  to  feed  the  vast  centres  of  commercial  industry  which 
sprang  up,  ae  if  by  magic,  at  a  time  when  food  supplies  could  not 
have  been  provided  from  another  country.  Without  the  substitu- 
tion of  separate  occupation  for  the  ancient  system  of  common  cul- 
tivation, this  agricultural  progress  was  impossible.  But  in  carrying 
out  the  necessary  changes,  rural  society  was  convulsed,  and  its 
general  conditions  revolutionised.  The  divorce  of  the  peasantry 
from  the  soil,  and  the  extinction  of  commoners,  open-field  farmers, 
and  eventually  of  small  freeholders,  were  the  heavy  price  which  the 
nation  ultimately  paid  for  the  supply  of  bread  and  meat  to  its 
manufacturing  population. 

^  8heph&rcr$  Sure  Guide,  1749. 
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Neither  the  leolamation  of  wastes,  nor  the  break-up  of  open- 
field  farms,  nor  the  appropriation  of  commons,  were  novelties.  For 
the  last  three  oentnries  the  three  processes,  which  are  generally 
spoken  of  as  enclosures,  had  all  been  proceeding  at  varying  rates  of 
progress.  But  in  the  period  from  1700  to  1815  each  received  an 
immense  impetus,  partly  from  the  rise  in  the  price  of  com,  partly 
from  the  consequent  increase  in  rental  values,  partly  from  the 
pressure  of  a  growing  population,  partly  from  the  improved  standard 
of  agriculture.  The  literary  struggle  in  advocacy  or  condemnation 
of  enclosures  still  continued.  But  the  advocates  were  gaining  the 
upper  hand.  In  the  first  half  of  the  eighteenth  century,  there  are 
at  least  two  notable  contributions  to  the  literature  of  the  subject 
by  champions  of  enclosures,  and  only  one  of  any  importance  by  an 
opponent. 

By  the  new  writers,  the  unprofitable  nature  of  the  use  of  land 
under  common  tillage  or  common  pasture  is  insisted  upon.  Thus 
Timothy  Nourse,  deiU.,  in  his  Campania  Fodix  ;  or  D%acowr9e  of 
(he  Benefits  and  Improvements  of  Huebandry  (1700),  vigorously  attacks 
commons  as  ^'  Seminaries  of  a  lazy  Thieving  sort  of  People."  In  his 
opinion  their  live-stock  were  as  unprofitable  to  the  community  as 
the  commoners  themselves.  Their  sheep  are  described  as  "  poor, 
tatter'd,  and  poyson'd  with  the  Rot,"  their  cattle  "  as  starv'd.  Tod- 
bellied  Runts,  neither  fit  for  the  Dairy  nor  the  Yoke."  So,  also, 
an  anonymous  author  in  a  short  and  pithy  tract.  An  Old  Almanack 
{wiih  some  conaideraiions  for  improving  commons)  printed  in  1710. 
With  a  Postscript  (1734-5),  suggests  that,  if  the  landowner  and  two- 
thirds,  in  number  and  value,  of  those  interested  in  an  open-field 
farm  and  common  agreed  to  an  enclosure,  their  consent  should 
override  the  opposition  of  the  minority.  ^'  WiU  the  Commoners 
complain,*'  he  asks,  ^^  for  want  of  their  Commonage  f  This  they  can't 
do,  for  few  of  them  have  any  Cattie,  and  whether  they  have  or  not, 
there  is  Recompenoe  out  of  the  Inclosnres  will  more  than  treble 
theirLoss?  WiU  the  Incumbents  complain  f  What  I  for  converting 
the  dry  Commons  into  Com,  and  the  Fenns  into  Hemp  and  Flax. 
WiU  the  Ingrossers  of  Commons  complain^  who  eai  up  their  own  Share 
and  others  too  t  This  they  dare  not.  BvJt  won't  those  honest  Men 
complain  who  now  live  upon  the  Thefts  of  Common  t  And  not  with  the 
least  Reason,  but  then  there  will  be  Work  for  them."  But  the  two 
important  advocates  of  enclosures  were  the  brothers  John  and 
Edward  Laurence.    In  A  New  System  of  AgricuUure  (1726)  a  note 
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18  stniok  which  sounded  more  loudly  as  towns  grew,  as,  with  their 
growth,  the  demand  increased  for  meat,  milk,  and  batter,  as  agri- 
cnltme  improved,  as  oommnnication  was  facilitated.  The  author, 
the  Bev.  John  Lanrence,  Rector  of  Bishops  Wearmouth,  treats 
open-field  farms  as  obstacles  to  agricultural  progress.  He  insists 
on  enclosures  and  separate  occupation  as  the  best  means  of  increas- 
ing produce  and  of  raising  rents.  He  dwells  on  the  rapid  progress 
which  enclosures  were  then  making,  points  out  the  great  rise  in 
rental  value  consequent  on  increased  produce,  and  argues  that  so 
far  from  injuring  the  poor,  enclosures  will  rather  create  a  new  demand 
for  labour  by  the  introduction  of  improved  tillage  and  pasture- 
f aiming,  will  give  employment  in  fencing  and  ditching,  and  remove 
the  attractions  of  wastes  and  open  spaces,  which  '*  draw  to  them 
the  poor  and  necessitous  only  for  the  advantage  of  pilfering  and 
stealing."  In  The  Dutiy  of  a  Steuford  to  his  Lard  (1727)  Edward 
Laurence,  himself  a  land-surveyor,  and  apparently  agent  to  the 
Duke  of  Buckingham,  argues  the  case  from  the  point  of  view  of 
better  and  more  economical  management.  A  new  skilled  pro- 
fession was  growing  up.  It  is  prophetic  of  future  changes  that 
Laurence  points  out  the  evils  of  employing  **  country-Attorneys 
(not  skilled  in  Husbandry)  "  in  the  management  of  landed  property, 
and  argues  that  the  gentry  should  allow  handsome  salaries  to  their 
stewards,  who  could,  if  inadequately  paid,  adopt  other  means  of 
oiriching  themselves.  A  champion  of  "  engrossing,"  he  insists  on 
the  advantages  of  consolidating  small  holdings  in  larger  farms.  He 
urges  stewards  to  prevent  piecemeal  enclosures  by  individuals,  to 
substitute  leaseholds  for  copyholds,  to  buy  up  any  freeholds  on  the 
estate  which  lie  in  intermixed  strips,  as  necessary  preliminaries  to 
any  successful  and  general  scheme  for  the  enclosure  of  open-fields 
and  commons.  The  other  side  to  the  picture  is  vigorously  painted 
by  John  Gowper  in  his  Essay  proving  that  Inclosing  Commons  and 
Ccmmon-Fidd-Lands  is  Contrary  to  the  Interest  of  (he  Nation  (1732). 
He  answers  the  arguments  of  the  two  Laurences,  arguing  that 
enclosures  necessarily  injure  the  small  freeholder  and  the  poor,  and 
pleading  that,  so  far  from  encouraging  labour,  they  depopulate  the 
viDages  in  which  they  have  been  carried  out.  Speaking  of  the 
small  freeholder,  he  says  that  ^'  none  are  more  industrious,  none 
toil  and  labour  so  hard.  ...  I  myself  have  seen  within  these  30 
years,  above  20  Lordships  or  parishes  ^idosed,  and  everyone 
of    them    has    thereby    been    in    a    manner    depopulated.     If 
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any  one  can  shew  me  where  an  Inolosuie  has  been  made,  and 
not  at  least  half  the  inhabitants  gone,  I  will  throw  up  the 
argoment." 

In  the  passages  quoted  from  these  five  books  are  outlined  some 
of  the  principal  points  in  the  dispute  which  was  fought  out  in  the 
next  eighty  years.  On  the  one  side  are  pleaded  the  pernicious 
elBfects  of  commons  on  the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood  and 
their  live-stock ;  the  absence  of  any  legal  title  to  many  of  tiie 
rights  claimed  over  pasture  commons,  and  their  frequent  abuse  by 
commoners  ;  the  obstacles  to  farming  improvement  which  were  pre* 
sented  by  open  arable  fields  ;  the  unprofitable  use  of  land  occupied 
in  common  ;  the  commercial  and  productive  advantages  of  enlarged^ 
separate  holdings.  On  the  other  side  is  urged  the  injury  which  the 
break-up  of  open-field  farms  and  the  partition  of  commons  inflicted 
on  small  owners  and  occupiers  of  land.  Much  was  to  be  said  from 
both  points  of  view.  Many  sweeping  assertions  were  made,  both 
by  advocates  and  opponents,  which  were  true  of  one  district  but 
untrue  of  another.  Both  socially  and  economically,  the  reclBma<* 
tion  of  wastes,  the  extinction  of  open-field  farms,  the  appropriation 
of  commons,  might  be  justified  by  the  urgent  necessity  of  developing 
the  productiveness  of  the  soil,  and  of  increasing  to  the  fuUest  extent 
the  food  resources  of  the  country.  In  favour  of  the  first  two 
changes,  most  agricultural  writers  are  agreed ;  in  dealing  with  the 
commons,  it  is  at  least  doubtful  whether  the  best  possible  course 
was  always  adopted. 

From  the  productive  point  of  view,  the  amount  of  waste  land 
was  a  standing  reproach  to  agriculture.  The  disappearance  of  the 
wild  boar  and  the  wolf  in  the  reign  of  Charles  11.  suggests  some 
diminution  of  the  area  in  which  those  «.Tijtnii.lia  had  harboured.  But 
in  1696  Gregory  King  had  estimated  the  heaths,  moors,  mountains,, 
and  barren  lands  of  England  and  Wales  at  ten  million  acres,  or 
more  than  a  quarter  of  the  total  area.  In  all  probability,  the 
estimate  is  wholly  inadequate.  But,  assuming  the  calculation  to 
be  approximately  correct,  it  affords  some  measure  of  comparison 
with  conditions  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century.  In  1795 
the  Board  of  Agriculture  ^  stated  that  over  22  million  acres  in  Great 
Britain  were  uncultivated,  of  which  7,888,977  acres  were  in  England 
and  Wales.    Here  too  there  is  probably  a  gross  under-estimate. 

1  RepoH  of  the  Committee  of  the  Board  of  Agricuiiure  (1705).     The  total 
aoieages  are  over-estiinated. 
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Arthur  Toong,^  twenty  years  before  (1773),  had  called  attention  to 
the  extent  of  land  lying  waste  in  Great  Britain.  ^'  There  are,"  he 
says,  "  at  least  600,000  aoies  waste  in  the  single  oounty  of  Northum- 
berland. In  those  of  Cumberland  and  Westmoreland,  there  are 
as  many  more.  In  the  north  and  part  of  the  West  Biding  of  York- 
shire, and  the  contiguous  ones  of  Lancashiie,  and  in  the  west  part 
of  Durham,  are  yet  greater  tracts  ;  you  may  draw  a  line  from  the 
north  point  of  Derbyshire  to  the  extremity  of  Northumberland,  of 
160  miles  as  the  crow  flies,  which  shall  be  entirely  across  waste 
lands :  the  exception  of  small  cultivated  spots  very  trifling."  It 
was  across  this  district  that  Jeanie  Deans  travelled  in  the  days  of 
George  n.,  when  great  districts  of  Northumberland  were  covered 
with  forests  of  broom,  thick  and  tall  enough  to  hide  a  Scottish  army, 
Lanciashire  in  1794  still  had  108,600  acres  of  waste,  emd  Bossendale 
remained  a  chace.  As  late  as  1794,  three-quarters  of  Westmoreland, 
according  to  Bishop  Watson,  lay  uncultivated.  In  1734  the  forest 
of  Knaresborough  had  surrounded  Harrogate  so  thickly  that  ^*  he 
was  thought  a  cunning  fellow  that  could  readily  find  out  those 
Spaws."  Even  in  the  last  decade  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
266,000  acres  of  Yorkshire  were  lying  waste,  yet  largely  capable 
of  cultivation.  Up  to  the  accession  of  George  m.,  that  part  of  the 
East  Biding  which  was  called  the  Garrs,  from  Bridlington  Quay  to 
Spurn  Point,  and  inland  as  far  as  DriflGield,  was  an  extensive  swamp 
producing  little  but  the  ague ;  willow  trees  marked  out  the  road 
from  Hull  to  Beverley,  and  the  bells  rang  at  dusk  from  the  tower 
of  Barton-upon-Humber  to  guide  belated  travellers.  Great  tracts 
of  Derbyshire  were  '^  black  regions  of  ling."  From  Sleaford  to 
Brigg,  *'  all  that  the  devil  o'erlooks  from  Lincoln  Town,"  was  a 
desolate  waste,  over  which  wayfarers  were  directed  by  the  land 
lighthouse  of  Dunstan  pillar.  No  fences  were  to  be  seen  for  miles — 
only  the  furze-capped  sand-banks  which  enclosed  the  warrens. 
The  high  ground  from  Spilsby  to  Caistor  was  similarly  a  bleak 
unproductive  heath.  Robin  Hood  and  Little  John  might  still 
have  sheltered  in  Sherwood  Forest,  which  occupied  a  great  part  of 
Nottinghamshire.  The  fen  districts  of  the  counties  of  Cambridge, 
Himtingdon,  Lincoln,  and  Northampton  continued  to  defy  the 
assaults  of  drainage.    Even  in  the  neighbourhood  of  London  similar 

1  ObtervaHane  on  Iht  Present  State  of  Waste  Lande  of  Great  Britain,  1773. 
Young's  ealoulatioDB  are  also  based  on  an  exaggerated  estimate  of  the  acreage 
of  England  and  Wales. 
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conditioDB  prevailed.  Nathaniel  Kent,  writing  in  1776  {HitUa  to 
Oenikmen  of  Landed  Property),  says  '"  that  within  thirty  miles  of 
the  capital,  there  is  not  less  than  200,000  aores  of  waste  land."  As 
late  as  1793,  Hounslow  Heath  and  Finchley  Common  were  described 
as  wastes,  fitted  only  for  "  Cherokees  and  savages."  In  1791,  the 
Weald  of  Surrey  still  bore  evidence  of  its  desolation  in  the  posts 
which  stood  across  it  as  **  guides  to  letter-carriers."  In  Essex, 
Epping  and  Hainault  Forests  were  in  1794  *'  known  to  be  a  resort 
of  the  most  idle  and  profligate  of  men ;  here  the  undergraduates  in 
iniquity  commence  their  career  with  deer  stealing,  and  here  the 
more  finished  emd  hardened  robber  retires  from  justice."  Counties 
more  remote  from  London  had  a  still  larger  area  of  wastes.  When 
Toung  made  his  Farmer's  Tours  in  the  first  decade  of  the  reign 
of  George  m.,  Sedgmoor  was  still  one  vast  fen,  the  Mendip  Hills 
were  uncultivated,  and  eighteen  thousand  acres  on  the  Quantock 
Hills  lay  desolate.  Over  Devonshire,  Cornwall,  and  the  whole  of 
Wales,  stretched,  in  1773,  ''  immense  "  tracts  of  wastes.  To  bring 
some  of  these  wastes  into  cultivation  was  part  of  the  work  which 
agriculturists  undertook  in  the  eighteenth  century,  and  if  the 
estimates  of  Gr^ory  King  (1696)  and  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
(1793)  are  approximately  correct,  upwards  of  two  million  aores 
were  added  to  the  cultivated  area  before  the  close  of  the  period. 

It  is  possible  that  in  1700  at  least  half  the  arable  land  of  the 
country  was  still  cultivated  on  the  open-field  system — that  is,  in 
village  farms  by  associations  of  agricultural  partners  who  occupied 
intermixed  strips,  and  cultivated  the  whole  area  under  common 
rules  of  cropping.  Out  of  8,600  parishes,  which  in  round  numbers 
existed  at  the  Reformation,  4,600  seem  to  have  been  still  laid  out, 
in  whole  or  in  part,  on  this  ancient  method.  John  Laurence  in 
1726  had  calculated  that  a  third  of  the  cultivated  area  "'  is  what 
we  call  Common  Fields."  The  agricultural  defects  of  the  open- 
field  system  were  obvious  and  numerous.  So  long  as  farming  had 
been  unprogressive,  and  population  had  remained  stationary,  the 
economic  loss  was  comparatively  unimportant.  When  improved 
methods  and  increased  resources  were  commanded  by  farmers,  and 
when  the  demand  for  food  threatened  to  outstrip  the  supply,  the 
need  for  change  became  imperative.  Under  the  primitive  system, 
the  area  under  the  plough  was  excessive,  and  much  land,  which 
might  have  been  more  profitably  employed  as  pasture,  was  tilled 
for  com.    A  quantity  of  the  arable  land  was  wasted  in  innumerable 


SOME  DEFECTS  OF  OPEN-FIELD  FARMS  155 

balks  and  footpaths.  All  the  oooupiers  were  bound  by  rigid  ons- 
tomary  roles,  compelled  to  treat  all  kinds  of  soil  alike,  obliged  to 
keep  exact  time  with  one  another  in  sowing  and  reaping  their  crops. 
Freeholders  on  open-field  farms  were  only  half-owners.  No  winter 
crops  could  be  grown  so  long  as  the  arable  fields  were  subjected  to 
common  rights  of  pasture  from  August  to  February.  It  meant 
financial  ruin,  if  any  member  of  the  community  grew  turnips,  clover, 
or  artificial  grasses  for  the  benefit  of  his  neighbours.  The  strips  of 
land  occupied  by  each  partner  were  too  narrow  to  admit  of  cross- 
ploughing  or  cross-harrowing,  and  on  heavy  land  this  was  a  serious 
drawback.  Drainage  was  practically  impossible,  for,  if  one  man 
drained  or  water-furrowed  his  land,  or  scoured  his  courses,  his 
neighbour  might  block  his  outfalls.  It  was  to  carry  off  the  water 
that  the  arable  land  was  heaped  up  into  high  ridges  between  two 
furrows.  But  the  remedy  was  almost  as  bad  as  the  disease.  The 
richness  of  the  soil  was  washed  off  the  summit  of  the  ridge  into 
the  trenches,  which  often,  as  Kent  ^  records,  contained  water  three 
yards  wide,  dammed  back  at  either  end  by  the  high-ridged  head- 
lands. The  cultivated  fields  were  generally  foul,  if  not  from  the 
fault  of  the  occupier,  from  the  slovenliness  of  his  neighbours  ;  the 
turf -balks  harboured  twitch  ;  the  triennial  fallows  left  their  heritage 
of  crops  of  docks  and  thistles.  The  unsheltered,  hedgeless  open- 
fields  were  often  hurtful  to  live-stock,  though  the  absence  of  hedges 
was  not  without  its  advemtages  to  the  com.  The  farm-buildings 
were  gathered  together  in  the  village,  often  a  mile  or  more  from 
ihe  land.  As  each  man's  strips  lay  scattered  over  each  of  the  open- 
fields,  he  wasted  his  day  in  visiting  the  different  parcels  of  his 
holding,  and  his  expenses  of  manuring,  reaping,  carting,  and  horse- 
keeping  were  enormously  increased  by  the  remoteness  of  the  different 
parts  of  his  occupation.  Vexatious  rights  interfered  with  proper 
cultivation.  One  man  might  have  the  right  to  turn  his  plough  on 
another's  strip,  and  the  victim  must  either  wait  his  neighbour's 
pleasure  or  risk  the  damage  to  lus  sown  crops.  '^  Travellers,"  as 
Joseph  Lee  *  remarked  in  1656, ''  know  no  highwaies  in  the  common 
fields  "  ;  each  avoided  his  predecessor's  ruts,  and  cattle  trespassed 
as  they  passed.  For  twenty  yards  on  either  side  of  the  track  the 
growing  com  was  often  spoiled.  The  sheep  were  driven  to  the 
commons  by  day,  and  in  the  summer  folded  at  night  on  the  fallows. 


to  CftnUemen  of  Landed  Property,  by  Nathaniel  Kent,  1775. 
*  Vindioaiion  of  a  Befftdaied  Encloture,  p.  24. 
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Otherwiae  the  manure  of  the  UvBHStock  was  wasted  over  the  wide 
area,  which  the  animalB  traversed  to  find  their  scanty  food.  Unable 
to  provide  winter  keep,  and  fettered  by  the  common  rights  of 
paature  which  each  of  the  partners  enjoyed  over  the  whole  of  the 
arable  land,  farmers  reared  lambs  and  calves  under  every  dis- 
advantage. During  the  summer  months,  when  the  horses  and 
cattle  were  tethered  on  the  unsheltered  balks,  they  lost  flesh  and 
pined  in  the  heat.  lU-fed  all  the  jeax  round,  and  half-starved  in 
the  winter,  the  live-stock  dwindled  in  size.  The  promiscuous 
herding  of  sheep  and  cattle  generated  every  sort  of  disorder.  The 
common  pasture  was  pimpled  with  mole-heaps  and  ant-hills,  and, 
from  want  of  drainage,  pitted  with  wet  patches  where  nothing 
grew  but  rushes.  The  scab  was  rarely  absent  from  the  crowded 
common-fold,  or  the  rot  from  the  ill-drained  plough-land  and 
pasture.  No  individual  owner  could  attempt  to  improve  his  flock 
or  his  herd,  when  all  the  cattle  and  sheep  of  the  village  grazed 
together  on  the  same  commons. 

The  open-field  system  was  proverbially  the  source  of  quarrels. 
Litigation  was  incessant.  It  was  easy  for  men  to  plough  up  a 
portion  of  the  common  balks  or  headlands,  to  shift  their  neighbour's 
landmarks,  or  poach  their  land,  by  a  turn  of  the  plough,  or  filch 
their  crops  when  reaping.  Robert  Mannyng  in  his  Handlyng  Synne 
(1303)  had  condemned  the  "  fals  husbandys  **  that  "  ere  aweye 
falsly  mennys  landys,"  and  William  Langland  in  Piers  Plowman 
(1369)  had  denounced  the  ploughman  who  "pynched  on"  the 
adjoining  half-acre,  and  the  reapers  who  rei^ped  their  neighbour's 
ground.  Tusser  repeats  the  complaint  of  the  mediaeval  moralists 
against  the  '  champion '  or  open-field  farmer  : — 


<f 


The  Champion  robbeth  by  night, 
And  prowleth  and  filcheth  by  day  : 

Himself  and  his  beasts  out  of  sight, 
Both  spoileth  and  maketh  away 

Not  only  thy  grass  but  thy  com. 
Both  after  and  e'er  it  be  shorn.'* 

Gascoigne  in  TJie  Sted  Olasse  (1576)  condemns  the  open-field  farmer 

who 

"...  set  debate  between  their  lords 

By  earing  up  the  balks  that  part  their  bounds." 

Joseph  Lee  repeats  the  charge.  '^  It  is,"  he  says,  "  a  practice  too 
common  in  the  common  fields,  where  men  make  nothing  to  pull  up 
their  neighbour's  landmark,  to  plow  up  their  land  and  mow  their 
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grasse  that  lyeth  next  to  them/'  For  open-field  fanners  the  ouise 
in  the  Commination  Service  had  a  real  meaning.  Edward  Lau- 
lenoe  ^  (1727)  dweUs  on  the  temptations  to  dishonesty  which  the 
nnfeiioed  lands  and  precarious  boundaries  of  open-fields  offered 
to  the  needy,  and  the  same  point  is  repeatedly  insisted  upon  by  the 
Reporters  to  the  Boaid  of  Agriculture  at  the  end  of  the  eighteenth 
century.  Hence  it  was  that  open-field  farmers  agreed  among 
themselves  as  little  as  "  wasp  doth  with  bee."  Hence  also  came 
the  numerous  law-suits.  "  How  many  brawling  contentions/'  says 
Lee,  '*  are  brought  before  the  Judges  every  Assizes  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  common  fields." 

Speaking  generally,  enclosure  meant  the  simultaneous  processes 
of  consolidating  the  intermixed  strips  of  open-field  farms  and  of 
dividing  the  commons  attached  to  Uiem  as  adjuncts  of  the  arable 
holdings.  But  this  was  not  universally  the  case.  Sometimes  the 
arable  farm  had  been  enclosed,  and  only  the  pasture  common 
remained  to  be  divided.  Sometimes  the  reverse  was  the  case; 
the  common  had  gone,  and  only  the  arable  land  remained  to  be 
enclosed.  Sometimes  land,  previously  enclosed  by  agreement  or 
piecemeal  by  individuals,  was  re-enclosed  under  a  general  scheme, 
probably  for  purposes  of  redistribution.  Sometimes  the  acreage 
mentioned  in  Indosure  Acts,  as  tested  by  the  awards,  is  exaggerated, 
more  rarely  under-estimated.  All  these  differences  make  accurate 
calculations  of  the  actual  area  affected  by  the  appropriation  of 
pasture-commons  and  the  extinction  of  open-field  farms  extremely 
difScult,  a  not  impossible.  Now  that  the  conmions  as  adjuncts 
of  arable  farming  have  greatly  contracted  in  area,  their  comparative 
disappearance  is  deplored  on  both  economic  and  social  grounds, 
in  accordance  with  ideas  which  are  of  recent  growth.  It  might 
have  been  possible  to  regulate  their  use  to  greater  profit,  or  to  pre- 
serve them  as  open  spaces  for  recreation  and  as  the  lungs  of  large 
towns,  or  to  divide  them  on  methods  which  recognised  more  fully 
the  minor  rights  claimed  by  small  commoners,  and  would  thus 
have  benefited  a  larger  section  of  the  community.  But  so  long  as 
the  herbage  of  the  commons,  both  in  legal  theory  and  historical 
origin,  formed  an  essential  part  of  the  arable  farm,  and  was  subject 
to  rights  claimed  against  all  the  world  by  the  privileged  occupiers 
of  the  tillage  land,  there  were  practical  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
each   of   these   possible   courses.    Agriculturists   scarcely   looked 

^  Duty  of  a  Steward  to  hi$  Lord. 
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beyond  the  undrained  and  impoveiiBhed  condition  of  the  pastores  ; 
lawyers  held  that  rights  of  common,  claimed  apart  from  the  tenure 
of  arable  land  or  ancient  cottages,  were  in  the  nature  of  encroach- 
ments or  trespass ;  economists  condemned  their  occupation  in 
eommon  as  a  wasteful  and  unprofitable  use  of  the  land ;  social 
refonners  pointed  to  the  attractions  which  commons  possessed  for 
idlers,  and  deplored  their  influence  on  morals  and  industry.  All 
these  classes  may  have  been,  consciously  or  nnconsciously,  self- 
interested.  There  were  few,  certainly,  who  realised  the  full  o<mi- 
sequences  of  enclosures,  or  appreciated  the  strength  of  the  impulse 
which  the  enclosing  movement  would  give  to  capitalist  farming, 
and  the  immediate  success  of  the  agricultural  change  removed  the 
hesitation  even  of  the  most  far-seeing. 

Custom  in  the  course  of  centuries  had  dealt  hardly  with  the 
commons.  Many  of  them  were  unstinted,  and  were  consequently 
overcharged  with  stock,  which  often  belonged  to  jobbers  and  not 
to  the  commoners.  Even  in  good  seasons,  there  was  barely  enough 
grass  to  keep  the  cattle  and  sheep  alive.  In  bad  seasons,  when 
the  weather  was  cold  or  wet,  and  the  grass  late  and  scanty,  many 
died  from  want  of  food.  In  other  cases,  while  the  main  body  of 
commoners  were  restricted  in  the  number  of  their  stock,  one  or 
more  commoners,  not  always  lords  of  adjacent  manors,  were 
restrained  by  no  limit,  and  not  only  turned  out  as  many  of  their 
own*  sheep  and  cattle  as  they  could,  but  also  took  in  those  of 
strangers.  The  poorer  the  commoner,  the  less  was  the  benefit  he 
derived.  If  the  commons  were  stinted,  every  commoner,  who 
occupied  other  pasture  land  in  severalty,  saved  his  own  grass  till 
the  last  moment  by  keeping  his  sheep  and  cattle  on  the  common, 
and  the  small  man,  who  had  no  other  refuge  for  his  live-stock,  was 
the  sufferer.  Where  the  commons,  again,  were  stinted,  the  richer 
men  frequently  turned  out  more  than  the  custom  allowed,  and  the 
smaller  commoners  had  lost  the  protection  of  the  old  Courts  Baron, 
where  the  offenders,  before  the  decay  of  those  tribunals,  would  have 
been  "  presented."  Monied  men  turned  stock-jobbers  or  dealers, 
hired  land  at  double  rents  on  the  edge  of  the  commons,  and  so 
obtained  grazing  rights  which  they  exercised  by  overstocking  the 
land  with  their  own  sheep  and  cattle  or  by  agisting  the  live-stock 
of  strangers.  It  was  thus  that,  in  1703,  ''  an  immense  number  of 
greyhound-like  sheep,  pitiful  half-starved-looking  animals,  subject 
to  rot,"  crowded  Hounslow  Heath,  and  that  in  1804  the  common 
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of  Gheshnnt  was  grazed  not  by  the  poor  but  by  a  paioel  of  jobbers. 
The  poye(rty  of  the  pasture  was  often  proved  by  the  condition  of 
the  stook.  "  It  is  painful  to  obsenre  the  very  wretched  appearance 
of  the  animals, "  writes  an  anonymous  author  in  The  Farmer^e 
Magazine  for  May,  1802,  "  who  have  no  other  dependence  but  upon 
the  pasture  of  these  conunons,  and  who,  in  most  instances  bear  a 
greater  resemblance  to  living  skeletons  than  anything  else."  "'  The 
stook,"  he  continues,  "  turned  out  yearly  into  these  commons  con- 
sists of  a  motley  mixture  of  all  the  different  breeds  of  sheep  and 
cattle  at  present  known  in  the  island  ;  many  of  which  are  di&eaaedj 
deformed,  smatt,  and  in  every  respect  unworthy  of  being  bred  from." 
In  theory,  the  commons  enabled  the  cottagers,  who  occupied  at 
higher  rents  the  ancient  cottages  which  legally  conferred  the  rights, 
to  supplement  their  wages  by  keeping  a  cow  or  two.  But  the 
theory  did  not  always  agree  with  the  practice.  Often,  if  the 
cottager  had  money  enough  to  buy  a  cow,  the  cow  could  barely 
find  a  living  on  land  already  overrun  with  sheep.  The  cottager's 
profits  from  the  commons  mainly  consisted  in  the  use  or  sale  of 
turf,  gorse,  and  brushwood  which  he  cut  for  fuel,  the  run  for  a  few 
geese  and  a  "  ragged  shabby  horse  "  or  pony.  In  theory,  again, 
the  value  of  the  commons  to  a  small  farmer,  whose  holding,  whether 
freehold,  copyhold,  or  leasehold,  was  mainly  arable,  was  inestimable 
— provided  that  he  was  near  enough  to  make  good  use  of  the  grass- 
land. But,  in  fact,  the  value  was  often  minimised  by  distance,  by 
the  wretched  condition  of  the  undrained  and  over-stocked  pasture, 
and  by  the  risk  of  iofection  to  the  live-stock.  There  can  be  no 
question  that,  from  an  agricultural  point  of  view,  five  acres  of 
pasture,  added  in  individual  occupation  to  the  arable  holding  of 
a  small  occupier,  and  placed  near  the  rest  of  his  land,  would  have 
been  a  greater  boon  than  pasture  rights  over  250  acres  of  common. 
Some  of  the  practical  evils  of  open-fields  and  their  attendant 
pasture-commons  might  have  been,  with  time,  sldll,  and  patience, 
mitigated.  In  some  districts  the  village  farms  were  better  managed 
than  in  others.  But  even  if  the  pressure  of  increasing  population 
and  the  difficulties  of  a  great  war  had  not  necessitated  immediate 
action,  the  inherent  defects  of  the  system  could  not  be  cured.  The 
general  description  which  has  been  given  of  open-field  farming 
applies  to  every  part  of  the  country.  Scotland  formed  no  excep- 
tion to  the  rule.  Scottish  farmers,  who  are  now  reckoned  among 
the  most  skilful,  were,  in  1700,  inferior  in  their  management  of  land 
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to  those  of  England,  and  their  methods  of  raising  crops  had  remained 
miohanged  since  the  Battle  of  Bannookbum.  Advocates  of  en- 
closure in  England  might  legitimately  aigae  that  the  rapid  progress 
of  Scottish  fanning  dates  from  the  General  Enclosure  Act  for 
Scotland  which  was  passed  in  1696.  The  south-eastern  counties 
were  the  first  to  be  improved.  Forty  years  before  (1661),  John 
Bay  ^  had  painted  an  unfavourable  picture  of  the  condition  of  the 
inhabitants.  '*  The  men  seem  to  be  very  lazy,  and  may  be 
frequently  observed  to  plow  in  their  cloaks.  .  .  .  They  have 
neither  good  bread,  cheese,  or  drink.  They  cannot  make  them,  nor 
will  tiiey  learn.  Their  butter  is  very  indifferent,  and  one  would 
wonder  how  they  could  contrive  to  make  it  so  bad.  They  use 
much  pottage  made  of  coal-wort,  which  they  call  kealf  sometimes 
broth  of  decorticated  barley.  The  ordinary  country  houses  are 
pitiful  cots,  built  of  stone,  and  covered  with  turves,  having  in  them 
but  one  room,  many  of  them  no  chimneys,  the  windows  very  small 
holes,  and  not  glazed."  Alexander  Garden  of  Troup  describes  the 
farming  system  which  was  followed  in  1686.  The  land  was  divided 
into  in-field  and  out-field.  The  in-field  was  kept  '*  constantly 
under  come  and  bear,  the  husbandmen  dunging  it  every  thrie  years, 
and,  for  his  pains,  if  he  reap  the  fourth  come,  he  is  satisfied."  The 
out-field  was  allowed  to  grow  green  with  weeds  and  thistles,  and, 
after  four  or  five  years  of  this  repose,  was  twice  ploughed  and  sown 
with  com.  Three  crops  were  taken  in  succession ;  dien,  when  the 
soil  was  too  exhausted  to  repay  seed  and  labour,  it  reverted  to  its 
weeds  and  thistles.  Sir  Archibald  Grant,*  of  Mon3rmusk  in  Aber- 
deenshire, says  that  in  1716  turnips  grown  in  fields  by  the  Eaii  of 
Rothes  and  a  few  others  were  objects  of  wonder  to  the  neighbour- 
hood, that,  except  in  East  Lothian,  no  wheat  was  grown,  that  on 
his  own  estate  there  were  no  enclosures,  no  metalled  roads,  and  no 
wheel-carriages.  On  the  family  property,  when  his  father  allowed 
him  to  imdertake  the  management — '*  there  was  not  one  acre 
inclosed,  nor  any  timber  upon  it,  but  a  few  elm,  cycamore,  and  ash 
about  a  small  kitchen  garden  adjoining  to  the  house,  and  some 
stragling  trees  at  some  of  the  farm-yards,  with  a  small  cops- 
wood,  not  inclosed,  and  dwarfish,  and  broused  by  sheep  and 
cattle.  All  the  farmes  ill  disposed,  and  mixed  ;  different  persons 
having  alternate  ridges  ;  not  one  wheel-carriage  on  the  esteat,  nor 

^  Select  Remaina  of  John  Ray,  London,  1700. 

*  Miseettany  of  the  SfxOding  Club,  Aberdeen,  1841-2,  vol.  ii.  p.  96  etc. 
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indeed  any  one  load  that  would  alow  it.  .  .  .  The  whole  land 
laised  and  uneven,  and  full  of  stones,  many  of  them  very  large, 
of  a  hard  iron  quality,  and  all  the  ridges  orooked  in  shape  of  an  S, 
and  very  high  and  full  of  noxious  weeds,  and  poor,  being  worn  out 
by  culture,  without  proper  manure  or  tillage.  .  •  .  The  people 
poor,  ignorant,  and  slothfull,  and  ingrained  enimies  to  planting, 
enclosing,  or  any  improvements  or  cleanness." 

Neither  in  Scotland  nor  in  England  were  open-field  farmers,  or 
tenants-at-will,  or  even  leaseholders  for  lives,  likely  to  initiate 
changes  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  It  was  almost  equally  idle 
to  expect  that  small  freeholders  would  attempt  experiments  on  the 
agricultural  methods  of  their  forefathers,  which,  in  a  single  season, 
might  bring  them  to  the  verge  of  ruin.  In  both  countries,  it  was 
the  large  landlords  who  took  the  lead  in  the  agricultural  revolution 
of  the  eighteenth  century,  and  the  larger  farmers  who  were  the  first 
to  adopt  improvements.  Both  classes  found  that  land  was  the 
most  profitable  investment  for  their  capital.  Their  personal 
motives  were  probably,  in  the  main,  self-interested,  and  a  rise  in 
rental  value  or  in  the  profits  of  their  business  was  their  reward. 
But  though  philanthropy  and  farming  make  a  fractious  mixture, 
the  movement  was  of  national  value.  When  the  sudden  develop- 
ment of  manufacturing  industries  created  new  markets  for  food- 
supplies,  necessity  demanded  the  conversion  of  the  primitive  self « 
sufficing  village-farms  into  factories  of  bread  and  meat.  For  more 
than  half  a  century  the  natural  conservatism  or  caution  of  agri- 
culturists resisted  any  extensive  change.  Down  to  1760  the 
pressure  of  a  growing  population  was  scarcely  felt.  Nor  were  the 
commercial  advantages  of  scientific  husbandry  so  clearly  established, 
even  in  1790,  as  to  convince  the  bulk  of  English  landlords  of  the 
wisdom  of  adopting  improved  methods. 

The  comparatively  slow  progress  of  the  movement  is  illustrated 
by  the  variations  in  the  number  of  Enclosure  Acts  passed  before 
and  after  1760.  But  it  must  always  be  remembered  that  an  Act  of 
Parliament  was  not  the  only  method  of  enclosure,  and  that  counties 
had  been  enclosed,  either  entirely  or  mainly,  without  their  inter- 
vention. In  Tudor  times  open-field  arable  lands  and  common 
pastures  had  been  sometimes  enclosed  not  only  by  agreement  or 
purchase,  but  by  force  or  fraud.  Sometimes  they  had  been 
extinguished,  in  whole  or  in  part,  by  one  individual  freeholder, 
who  had  bought  up  the  strips  of  his  partners.    Sometimes,  where 
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there  was  no  other  freeholder,  they  had  been  consolidated  by  the 
landlord,  who  allowed  the  leases  to  expire,  and  re-let  the  land  in 
several  occupation.  Sometimes  they  had  been  enclosed  piece- 
meal by  a  number  of  separate  owners  ;  sometimes  all  the  partners 
had  united  in  appointing  commissioners,  or  arbitrators,  who  dis- 
tributed the  open-field  in  individual  ownership.  By  these  private 
arrangements  large  tracts  of  land  had  been  enclosed  without  the 
intervention  of  the  law,  and  some  of  these  processes  continued  in 
active  operation  throughout  the  eighteenth  century.  But  it  was 
difficult  to  make  a  voluntary  agreement  universally  binding. 
Modifications  of  the  open-field  system,  which  were  introduced 
without  Parliamentary  sanction,  were  liable  to  be  set  aside  by 
subsequent  action.  Instances  of  breaches  of  voluntary  agreements 
are  quoted  by  the  Reporters  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture.  Thus, 
in  one  Buckinghamshire  parish,  the  inhabitants,  who  had  obtained 
an  Act  of  Parliament  for  the  interchange  and  consolidation  of 
intermixed  holdings,  but  not  for  their  enclosure,  ploughed  up  the 
dividing  balks,  and  grew  clover.  But,  several  years  later,  one 
of  the  farmers  asserted  his  legal  right  to  the  herbage  of  the  balks 
by  turning  his  sheep  into  the  clover  crops  which  had  taken  their 
place.  In  another  parish  in  the  same  county,  the  inhabitants 
agreed  to  exchange  the  dual  system  of  one  crop  and  a  fallow  for  a 
three-year  course  of  two  crops  and  a  fallow.  But,  after  a  few  years, 
the  agreement  was  broken  by  one  of  the  farmers  exercising  his 
common  rights  over  the  fallows  by  feeding  his  sheep  on  the  growing 
crops.  Such  breaches  of  voluntary  arrangements  could  only  be 
prevented  by  obtaining  the  sanction  of  Parliament,  and  so  binding, 
not  only  dissentients,  but  those  who  were  minors,  possessed  limited 
interests,  or  were  under  some  other  legal  disability  to  give  valid 
assent. 

In  the  seventeenth  century,  it  had  to  some  extent  become  the 
practice  to  obtain  confirmation  of  enclosing  agreements  from  the 
Court  of  (yhancery,  or,  where  the  Crown  was  concerned,  the  Royal 
sanction.  There  is  some  evidence  that  the  threat  of  a  Chancery 
suit  was  used  as  a  means  of  obtaining  consents,  and  that  an  attempt 
was  made  to  represent  the  decision  as  a  legal  bar  to  claims  of  common 
by  those  who  were  not  parties  to  the  suit.  After  the  Restoration 
a  change  of  practice  was  made,  which  marks,  perhaps,  the  growing 
desire  to  curb  the  power  of  the  Crown.  The  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court  of  Chancery  was  at  first  supplemented,  then  ousted,  by  the 
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private  Act  of  Parliament.  If  four-fifths  or  sometimes  a  smaller 
proportion,  in  number  and  value,  of  the  parties  interested,  together 
with  the  landowner  and  the  tithe-owner,  were  agreed,  the  Enclosure 
Bill  received  Parliamentary  sanction.  Conmiissioners  were  ap- 
pointed who  proceeded  to  make  an  award,  consolidating  the  inter- 
mixed lands  of  the  open  farm  and  dividing  up  the  commons.  Of 
these  private  Enclosing  Acts  the  earliest  instance  occurs  in  the 
reign  of  James  I.  (4  Jac.  I.  c.  11).  But  it  was  not  till  the  reign  of 
Anne  that  they  became  the  recognised  method  of  proceeding. 
Even  then  the  Acts  were  sometimes  only  confirmatory  of  arrange- 
ments already  made  between  the  parties.  In  the  reigns  of  George  I., 
Geoige  n.,  and  George  m.,  the  number  increased,  at  first  slowly, 
then  rapidly.  Acts  for  enclosing  only  wastes,  in  which  pasture 
commons  were  often  included,  must  be  distinguished  from  those 
Acts  which  dealt,  not  only  with  pasture-commons,  but  also  with 
open  arable  fields  and  meadows,  mown  and  grazed  by  the  partners 
in  common.  Of  the  first  class,  there  were,  in  the  first  sixty  years 
of  the  eighteenth  century,  not  more  than  70  Acts,  while  from  1760 
to  1815  there  were  upwards  of  1000.  Before  1760  the  number  of 
Acts  dealing  more  specifically  with  the  open-field  system  did  not 
exceed  130.  Between  1760  and  1815  the  number  rose  to  upwards 
of  1800.  Of  the  area  of  waste,  open-field  and  common,  actually 
enclosed  for  the  first  time,  it  is  impossible  to  speak  with  any  cer- 
tainty. The  quantity  of  land  is  often  not  mentioned  in  the 
Enclosure  Act,  or  can  only  be  calculated  from  uncertain  data.  No 
record  is  available  for  the  area  enclosed  by  private  arrangement 
or  individual  enterprise.  It  may,  however,  be  safely  estimated 
that  not  less  than  4  million  acres  were  enclosed  in  England  and 
Wales  within  the  period.  Probably  this  figure  was  in  reality  con- 
siderably exceeded ;  possibly  it  might  be,  without  exaggeration, 
increased  by  two-thirds. 

Before  1700,  in  many  parts  of  England,  the  process  of  enclosing 
open-field  farms  and  commons  had  been  practically  completed  by 
private  arrangement  without  the  eiqpensive  intervention  of  Parlia- 
ment. At  different  dates,  and  with  little  or  no  legislative  help, 
the  ancient  system  of  cultivation,  if  it  ever  existed,  had  been  almost 
extinguished  in  the  south-eastern  counties  of  Suffolk  and  Essex ; 
in  the  southern  counties  of  Kent  and  Sussex  ;  in  the  south-western 
counties  of  Somerset,  Devon,  and  Cornwall ;  in  the  western  coun- 
ties of  Hereford,  Monmouth,  Shropshire,  and  Stafford ;    in  the 
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nortihem  counties  of  CSheahixe,  Lanoaflhire,  Westmoielaiid,  Gam- 
berland,  Northumberlaad,  and  Durham.  No  generalisation  will 
explain  why  these  districts  should  have  been  enclosed  sooner  or 
more  easily  than  elsewhere.^  The  facts  remain  that  no  Parlia- 
mentary enclosures  took  place  in  Kent,  Devonshire,  Cornwall,  or 
Lancashire ;  that  as  early  as  the  middle  of  the  sixteenth  century 
Kent,  Essex,  and  Devonshire  were  stated  by  a  Tudor  writer 
to  be  the  most  enclosed  and  wealthiest  counties ; '  that  in  1602 
Carew,  the  historian  of  Ck>mwall,  recorded  that  his  countrymen ""  fal 
everywhere  from  Commons  to  Inclosure,  and  partake  not  of  some 
Eastern  Tenants'  envious  dispositions,  who  will  sooner  prejudice 
their  owne  present  thrift,  by  continuing  this  mingle-mangle,  than 
advance  the  Lords  expectant  benefit,  after  their  tenne  expired  "  ; ' 
that  in  1656  Joseph  Lee^  mentions  Essex,  Hereford,  Devonshire, 
Shropshire,  Worcester  as  '*  whoUy  enclosed '' ;  that  in  1727  the 
Rev.  John  Laurence  says  that  '"  as  to  the  Bishoprick  of  Durhamy 
which  is  by  much  the  richest  Part  of  the  North,  Nine  Parts  in  Ten 
are  already  inclosed."  ^ 

Since  the  last  half  pf  the  fifteenth  century  the  enclosing  move- 
ment had  been  continuously  in  operation.  Why,  in  the  eighteenth 
and  nineteenth  centuries,  was  more  land  enclosed  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  some  districts  than  in  others  ?    The  answer  depends  on 

^The  question  may  be  stated  in  figures,  which  are  collected  from  Dr. 
Slater's  The  English  Peasantry  and  the  Enclosure  of  Oomnon  Fields  (1007), 
Appendix  B. 

During  the  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  centuries,  enclosures  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament were  made  of  the  following  areas  of  open-fields  (arable  and  meadow) 
and  commons,  in  the  South-East  and  South- West,  in  tiie  West,  the  North- 
west, and  North  :  Suffolk,  22,206  acres ;  Essex,  17,393  acres ;  Kent,  none  ; 
Sussex,  15,185  acres ;  Somerset,  30,848  acres ;  Devon,  none ;  Cornwall,  none  ; 
Hereford,  8,168  acres;  Monmouth,  1,293 acres;  Shropshire, 2,3 10 acres ;  Stafford, 
16,925  acres;  Cheshire,  3,326  acres;  Lancashire,  none  ;  Westmoreland,  3,237 
acres ;  Cumberland,  8,700  acres ;  Northumberland,  22,348  acres ;  Durham,  4,637 


During  the  same  period  the  following  areas  of  open-fields  and  commons 
were  enclosed  by  Act  of  Parliament  in  the  Midlands,  the  East,  and  the  North- 
East:  Bedforddure,  91,589  acres ;  Buckinghamshire,  111,427  acres;  Oxford- 
shire, 142,238  acres ;  Northamptonshire,  308,722  acres ;  Warwickshire,  131,104 
acres;  Rutland,  43,901  acres;  Leicestershire,  185,176  acres;  East  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  274,479  acres;  West  Riding,  172,944  acres;  Lincolnshire,  446,777 
acres ;  Norfolk,  106,043  acres ;  Cambridgeshire,  87,413  acres ;  Huntingd<Hi8hire» 
93,366  acres. 

'  Compendious  Examinationf  etc.,  by  W.  S.  (1549). 

•  Cornwall  (1602). 

A  VindieaUon  of  a  Begul/aied  Enclosure  (1656). 

«  A  New  System  of  AgrieulkMre  (1727). 
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looal  oironmstaaoes  or  agricultural  conditions.  Disturbances  on  the 
northern  and  western  borders  were  unfavourable  to  settled  agri- 
culture, and  village  farms  and  commons  never  throve  extensively 
in  the  counties  adjoining  the  borders  of  Scotland  and  Wales.  In 
districts  which  abounded  in  fens,  marshes,  moorlands  or  hills,  the 
space  occupied  by  open-fields  was  necessarily  limited,  although  the 
inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood  may  have  exercised  over  these 
waate  tracts  rights  of  goose-pasture,  of  cutting  fuel,  turf,  or  reeds, 
or,  where  possible,  of  grazing.  But  the  land,  when  enclosed,  was 
taken  in  from  the  wild,  and  was,  from  the  first,  cultivated  in  separate 
holdings.  Other  districts,  which  naturally  were  clothed  with 
extensive  woodlands  or  forest,  were  enclosed  piecemeal  by  individual 
enterprise  for  individual  occupation.  After  the  end  of  the  four- 
teenth century,  it  is  unlikely  that  any  cleared  land  would  have  been 
cultivated  in  common.  Other  districts,  lastly,  which  were  indus- 
trially developed  by  the  neighbourhood  of  large  towns,  or  by  the 
existence  of  some  manufacturing  industry,  were  early  enclosed, 
either  because  of  the  demand  for  animal  food  and  dairy  produce,  or 
because  of  the  scarcity  of  purely  agricultural  labour. 

On  these  general  principles,  before  the  era  of  Parliamentary 
enclosure,  may  be  partially  explained  the  comparative  absence  or 
disappearance  of  open-fields  and  pasture  commons  in  the  border 
counties,  in  the  Wealds  of  Surrey,  Kent,  Sussex,  in  the  forest 
districts  of  Hampshire,  Essex,  Warwickshire,  or  Nottinghamshire, 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  London  or  Bristol,  or  in  the  clothing 
districts  of  Devon  and  Somerset,  of  Essex,  and  Suffolk,  or  of  parts 
of  Norfolk.  No  doubt  enclosure  of  cultivated  land  by  agreement 
was  at  this  period  chiefly  made  for  grazing  and  dairying  purposes. 
But  at  the  same  time  a  large  addition  was  being  continuously  made 
to  the  arable  area  of  the  country,  partiy  by  the  reconversion  of 
grass-land  to  tillsige  after  fertility  had  been  restored  by  rest,  partiy 
by  the  reclamation  and  enclosure  of  new  land  well  adapted  for 
grajn.  "  Consider,"  writes  Blith,  "  the  Wood-lands  who  before 
Enclosure  were  wont  to  be  releeved  by  the  Eieldon  with  Com  of 
all  sorts,  And  now  are  grown  as  gallant  Com  Countries  as  be  in 
England."  ^  This  addition  to  tillage  necessarily  affected  the  whole 
of  the  old  corn-growing  districts,  where  a  large  acreage,  more  fitted 
for  pasture  than  for  tillage,  was  kept  under  the  plough  by  the 
open-field  system.    The  effect  was  more  and  more  felt  when  in- 

^  The  EnglUh  Improver,  chap.  xiii. 
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creasing  f acilitieB  of  commanioatioii  enabled  fanners  to  put  their 
land  to  the  best  use  by  relieving  them  from  the  old  uniform 
necessity  of  growing  com  for  the  locality. 

Elsewhere,  the  early  or  late  enclosure  of  land  was  in  the  main 
determined  by  such  agricultural  reasons  as  climate  or  soil.  En- 
closure took  place  first,  where  it  paid  best  agriculturally.  In 
the  moister  climate  of  the  South-west  and  West  the  rigid  separa- 
tion of  arable  from  pasture  was  unnecessary.  In  some  parts  of 
the  country  the  suitability  of  the  land  for  hops  or  fruit  necessitated 
early  enclosure.  Blith's  reference  to  the  plantation  of  the  hedge- 
rows with  fruit-trees  in  **  WorcesUrshire,  Hereford,  and  Olostershire 
and  great  part  of  the  county  of  Kent "  points  to  separate  occupation 
in  the  first  half  of  the  seventeenth  century.^  In  other  parts,  if 
corn-land  was  more  adapted  to  pasture,  it  was,  under  the  new  con- 
ditions, enclosed  and  laid  down  to  grass.  It  was  thus  that  the 
grazing  districts  on  the  water-bearing  pasture  belt  of  the  Midlands, 
or  the  dairying  districts  of  Gloucestershire  or  Wiltshire  came  into 
separate  occupation.  So  also,  where  the  soil  was  of  a  quality  to 
respond  quickly  to  turnips,  clover,  and  artificial  grasses,  it  was 
enclosed  in  order  that  it  might  profit  by  the  new  discoveries.  This 
was  the  case  on  the  light  soils  of  Norfolk,  where,  as  Houghton  noted, 
turnip  husbandry  had  been  introduced  with  success  before  the 
dose  of  the  seventeenth  century.  This  early  use  of  roots  is  con- 
firmed by  Defoe,'  who  says  of  Norfolk ;  "  Tbia  part  of  England  is 
remarkable  for  being  the  first  where  the  Feeding  and  Fattening  of 
Cattle,  both  Sheep  as  well  as  black  Cattle,  with  Turnips,  was  first 
practised  in  England.** 

Where  land  did  not  appear  to  be  so  immediately  susceptible  to 
the  influence  of  these  improvements,  which  were  still  imperfectly 
understood,  the  question  of  enclosure,  and  of  the  use  to  which  the 
land  was  put,  became  mainly  one  of  expense.  Only  the  best  and 
strongest  land  was  able  to  endure  the  open-field  system  without 
exhaustion.  To  separate  occupiers,  eighteenth  century  improve- 
ments offered  new  means  of  restoring  the  fertility  of  exhausted  soil. 
At  the  same  time  the  revolution  in  stock-breeding  held  out  new 
temptations  to  graziers.  Much  worn-out  arable  land  of  indifferent 
or  medium  quaUty  was  enclosed  because  its  produce  was  declining. 

^  English  Improver,  chap.  xix. 

>  A  Tour  thro*  the  whole  Island  of  Great  Britain  (2nd  edition,  1738),  voL  i. 
pp.  60-61.    Defoe  began  hia  tour  in  1722. 


DISTRICTS  ENCLOSED  BY  ACT  OF  PARLIAMENT    167 

If  the  price  of  com  was  low,  it  was  cheaper,  and  more  profitable  for 
the  time,  to  lay  it  down  to  grass.  If  prices  were  high,  the  increased 
margin  of  profits  from  arable  farming  under  separate  management 
might  cover  the  heavy  cost  of  legislation  and  adaptation.  Through- 
out the  eighteenth  century  the  number  of  Enclosure  Acts  fluctuated 
considerably  with  the  advance  or  decline  in  the  price  of  wheat. 
Thus  the  serious  scarcity  of  com  from  1765  to  1774  produced  a 
great  crop  of  legislation.  During  the  next  fifteen  years,  the  number 
of  Acts  was  kept  in  check  by  the  comparative  abundance  of  the 
harvests.  Once  more,  during  the  famine  years  of  the  Napoleonic 
war,  the  Acts  rapidly  multiplied  under  the  pressure  of  necessity 
and  with  the  progress  of  agricultural  skill.  The  need  was  too 
urgent  to  admit  of  those  private  arrangements  for  the  break-up  of 
open-field  farms  which  could  often  only  be  carried  out  after  years 
of  preparation.  Private  Acts  of  Parliament  were  more  speedy  in 
their  operation.  Still  the  quaUty  of  the  soil  to  a  great  extent  con- 
trolled the  course  of  legislation.  Open-fields  continued  longest  in 
the  districts  where  the  soil  was  chalk,  or  where  the  village  farm 
occupied  rich  corn-growing  land,  or  where  the  soil  was  so  unsuited 
for  grass  that  the  prospects  of  increased  profits  from  arable  farming, 
even  in  separate  occupation,  were  doubtful.  A  geological  map  of 
the  country  would,  it  is  believed,  supply  the  key  to  many  difficulties 
in  the  history  of  enclosure. 

The  parts  of  England  which  were  most  affected  by  the  Enclosure 
Acts  of  the  Hanoverian  era  were  the  corn-growing  districts  of  the 
East,  North-east,  and  East  Midlands.  Witiiin  this  area  are  four- 
teen out  of  the  fifteen  counties  which,  in  proportion  to  their  size, 
contained  the  largest  acreage  enclosed  by  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
ease  with  which  in  other  districts  individual  occupation  was  sub- 
stituted for  common  cultivation  renders  it  difficult  to  answer  the 
question,  why  in  these  particular  groups  of  counties  the  cheaper 
process  of  private  arrangement  was  not  adopted  ?  No  completely 
satisfactory  answer  can  be  given.  It  was  from  these  districts  that 
the  greatest  opposition  to  the  enclosing  movement  of  the  Tudor 
and  Stewart  periods  had  come.  It  was  also  in  these  districts  that, 
in  the  closing  years  of  Elizabeth,  enclosures  were  proceeding  so 
rapidly  as  to  be  restricted  by  a  special  Act  of  Parliament.^  The 
effect  of  popular  outcry  and  consequent  legislation  may  have  been 
to  confine  the  enclosing  movement  to  Northamptonshire,  Leicester- 

1  39  Eliz.  c.  2  (1697). 
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ahiie,  and  Warwiokshiie,  where  it  continued  to  run  its  oourse  in 
the  seventeenth  oentniy.  Elsewhere  ia  the  Midlands,  the  counties 
that  fonned  the  aiea  from  which  London  drew  its  chief  supplies 
of  com,  could  not  have  been  converted  into  pasture  without  raisrng 
a  storm  of  opposition.  Tet  throughout  the  seventeenth  century 
and  during  the  first  three  quartezs  of  the  eighteenth,  enclosures 
had  been  most  profitable  where  arable  land  had  been  converted  to 
grass,  and  large  tracts  of  Midland  pasture  were  the  result  of  this 
movement  before  Parliamentary  intervention  had  begun.  Leicester- 
shire is  a  conspicuous  example  of  this  conversion.  It  was,  notes 
Marshall  in  1786,  "  not  long  ago  an  open  arable  county ;  now  it  is 
a  continuous  sheet  of  greensward."  The  vale  of  Belvoir,  which,  in 
the  days  of  Plattes,  was  considered  to  be  the  richest  corn-district 
in  the  country,  had  been  laid  down  to  grass  before  the  time  of  Defoe 
(1722-38).^  He  describes  the  whole  county  as  given  over  to  grazing* 
"  Even  most  of  the  Gentlemen  are  Qraders,  and  in  some  Places  the 
Grasiers  are  so  rich  that  they  grow  Gentlemen."  Yet  in  the  first 
half  of  the  seventeenth  century  it  had  been  a  county  of  open- 
fields,  famous  for  the  pigs  that  were  fattened  on  its  beans  and 
pease.'  Apart  from  difficulties  arisiog  from  local  peculiarities  of 
tenure,  or  of  the  shape  of  open-field  farms,  or  from  want  of  roads, 
from  public  opinion,  or  special  legislation,  the  Midland  com  counties 
perhaps  owed  some  of  their  immunity  to  the  iaterested  opposition 
of  tithe-owners,  whose  assent  was  necessary  to  Parliamentary 
enclosure.  For  the  sake  of  the  great  tithes,  they  would  always 
strenuously  resist  any  attempt  by  private  Act  to  turn  open-fielda 
into  pasture  farms.  It  was  not  till  after  1765  that  their  views 
underwent  a  change.  The  improvements  in  arable  farming,  which 
were  now  possible  on  separate  holdings,  together  with  the  high 
price  of  com,  made  it  probable  that,  even  when  open-fields  and 
commons  were  enclosed,  the  area  of  tillage  would  not  be  diminished. 
These  considerations  were  strengthened  during  the  French  wars  of 
1793-1815,  which  by  the  stoppage  of  foreign  com  supplies  added 
new  reasons  for  seeking  legislative  aid  in  enclosure. 

Up  to  the  accession  of  George  III.  (1760)  prices  of  com  ruled  low. 
More  than  once  in  the  preceding  period  (1700-60)  loud  complaints 
were  heard  of  agricultural  depression,  of  farmers  unable  to  pay 

1  Tour,  voL  u.  pp.  332,  336. 

>  The  same  remark  jb  made  by  Professor  Bradley  in  his  Oentleman  and 
Farmer* 9  Ouide  for  the  Increase  and  Improvement  of  Cattle  (1729),  p.  76. 
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their  rents,  of  the  small  gentry  f oroed  to  sell  their  estates,  of  land- 
lords compelled  by  loss  of  income  to  cnrtail  their  establishments. 
As  yet  there  was  no  scarcity  caused  by  population  outstripping  pro- 
duction, no  increased  demand  for  food  supplies  from  great  industrial 
centres.  But  without  these  spurs  to  farming  progress,  preparations 
for  advance  were  being  made,  and  far-re€U)hing  improyements  in 
the  cultivation  of  arable  land  had  been  already  tested  or  initiated 
by  men  like  Jethro  Tull  and  Lord  Townshend. 

In  the  progress  of  scientific  farming  Tull  is  one  of  the  most 
remarkable  of  pioneers.  His  method  of  drilling  wheat  and  roots 
in  rows  was  not  generally  adopted  till  many  years  after  lus  death. 
But  the  main  principles  which  he  laid  down  in  lus  Horse-Hoeing 
Hfubcmdry  (1733)  proved  to  be  the  principles  on  which  was  based 
an  agricultural  revolution  in  tillage.  The  ''greatest  individual 
improver  "  that  British  agriculture  had  ever  known,  he  sought  to 
discover  scientific  reasons  for  observed  results  of  particular  practices. 
He  was  thus  led  to  strike  out  for  himself  new  and  independent  lines 
of  investigation.  The  chemistry  of  plant-life  was  in  its  infancy, 
the  science  of  vegetable  physiology  an  almost  untrodden  field  of 
knowledge.  Into  these  comparatively  unexplored  regions  Tull 
advanced  alone,  and,  by  minute  observation  of  nature  and  stubborn 
tenacity  of  purpose,  he  advanced  far.  Considering  his  difficulties 
and  disadvantages,  it  is  a  remarkable  proof  of  his  real  genius  that 
he  should  have  discovered  so  much.  He  lived  in  a  solitary  farm- 
house, remote  from  such  scientific  aid  as  the  age  afforded,  or  from 
friends  in  whom  he  could  confide.  Bis  microscope  was  "  very 
ordinary " ;  his  appliances  were  self-made ;  his  experiments 
thought  out  for  himself.  He  made  his  observations  and  notes, 
tortured  by  the  ''  stone,  and  other  diseases  as  incurable  and  almost 
as  cruel."  His  labourers,  by  whom  he  was,  metaphorically, 
"insulted,  assaulted,  kicked,  cuffed  and  bridewelled,"  tried  his 
patience  beyond  endurance.  His  son  turned  out  an  extravagant 
spendthrift  who  ended  his  days  in  the  Meet  Prison.  Hi-health  and 
misfortune  made  him  irritable.  His  sensitive  nature  was  galled 
alike  by  the  venomous  criticism  of  the  book,^  in  which  he  puUished 
the  results  of  lus  thirty  years'  eiqperience  as  a  farmer,  and  by  its 
shameless  plagiarism.    Tet  he  never  lost  lus  confidence  that  his 

^  The  new  Horse-Houghing  Huebandry,  1731.  (Five  chapters  of  the  sub- 
sequent book  whioh  were  pirated  and  re-printed  in  Ireland.)  New  Horse- 
Hoing  Htubandry,  1733.  Supplement,  1740.  Willicun  Gobbett  edited  and 
published  the  Horee-Hoeing  Htubandry  in  1822  :   2nd  edition,  1829. 
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*^  practioe  would  one  day  become  the  general  husbandry  of 
England." 

The  son  of  a  Berkshire  landowner,  Jethro  Tull  was  bom  at 
Basildon  in  1674.  From  Oxford,  which  he  left  without  taking  a 
degree,  he  entered  Gray's  Inn  as  a  law  student,  made  the  grand 
tour  of  Europe,  and  was  called  to  the  Bar  in  1699.  Scholar, 
musician,  trayeller,  lawyer,  he  became  a  farmer  not  by  choice  but 
from  necessity.  In  1699  he  settled  down  with  his  newly  married 
wife  at  ''  Howberry  "  Farm  ^  in  the  parish  of  Growmarsh,  near 
WaUingford.  There  he  lived  ten  years.  In  1709  he  moved  to  Mount 
Prosperous,  a  hill-farm  in  the  parish  of  Shalboum,  on  the  borders 
of  Berkshire  and  Wiltshire.  Two  years  later,  the  failure  of  his  health 
drove  him  abroad  to  save  his  life.  Returning  in  1714  to  Mount 
Prosperous,  he  remained  there  till  his  death  in  1740,  living  in  a  house, 
covered  with  home-made  glazed  tiles,  which  Arthur  Young,  who 
visited  the  place  fifty  years  later,  described  as  a  ''  wretched  hovel." 

At  Growmarsh  Tull  invented  his  drill.  As  a  gentleman-farmer 
he  found  himself  at  the  mercy  of  his  farm-servants.  From  his  own 
experience  he  verified  the  truth  of  the  saying  : 

*'  He  who  by  the  plough  would  thrive 
Must  either  hold  hisoself  or  drive." 

He  determined  to  plant  his  whole  farm  with  sainfoin.  But  '*  seed 
was  scarce,  dear  and  bad,  and  enough  could  scarce  be  got  to  sow, 
as  was  usual,  seven  bushels  to  the  acre."  He  set  himself  to  conquer 
the  difficulty.  By  constant  observation  and  experiment  he  learned 
the  difference  between  good  and  bad  seed,  as  well  as  the  advantages 
of  care  in  selection,  of  cleaning,  steeping,  and  change ;  he  also  proved 
that  a  thin  sowing  produced  the  thickest  crop,  and  discovered  the 
exact  depth  at  which  the  seed  throve  best.  "  So,"  he  says,  "'  I 
caused  channels  to  be  made,  and  sowed  a  very  small  proportion  of 
seed,  covered  exactly.  This  was  a  great  success."  But  it^was  also 
an  innovation,  and  his  labourers  struck  in  a  body.  Tull  refused  to 
be  beaten.  He  set  his  inventive  faculty  to  work  **  to  contrive  an 
engine  to  plant  sainfoin  more  faithfully  than  hands  would  do." 
His  knowledge  of  the  mechanism  of  an  organ  stood  him  in  good 
stead.  The  groove,  tongue,  and  spring  of  the  sounding  board 
suggested  the  idea  of  an  implement  which  delivered  the  seed 
through  notched  barrels.    Behind  was  attached  a  bush  harrow 

^It  is  remarkable  that  this  farm  now  (1912)  contains  one  of  the  most 
highly  cultivated  pieces  of  land  in  the  world. 


INVENTION  OF  THE  CORN-DRILL  171 

which  covered  the  seed.  The  machine  answered  its  purpose,  and 
he  afterwards  introduced  several  improvements  of  his  original  plan. 
The  originality  of  his  invention  cannot  justly  be  disputed,  though 
his  enemies,  and  he  had  many,  asserted  that  he  brought  the  machine 
from  abroad  or  had  been  preceded  by  Plat,  Plattes  or  Worlidge. 
All  four  inventors  saw  the  advantage  of  sowing  not  broadcast  but 
in  rows.  Both  Plat  and  Plattes  were  setters,  rather  than  drillers, 
of  com,  and  they  took  for  their  model  the  dibbing  of  beans  or  peas. 
Plat  seems  to  have  invented  a  board,  to  which  were  fixed  iron 
dibbers.  Something  of  this  sort  is  depicted  on  the  title-page  of 
Edward  Maxey's  New  Instruction  ^  (1601).  Gabriel  Plattes  designed 
a  machine  to  punch  holes  in  the  land  as  it  went  along.  But,  as  is 
pointed  out  in  Hartlib's  Legctcie,  the  author  of  which  suggested 
hoeing  the  furrows  by  hand,  the  machine  would  have  been  prac- 
tically useless  in  wet  and  heavy  land.  Neither  Plat  nor  Plattes 
contemplated  a  mechanical  sowing ;  both  intended  the  seed  to  be 
deposited  by  hand.  In  this  respect  Worlidge's  drill  was  an  advance 
on  his  predecessors.  He  placed  coulters  in  front  of  the  seed-boxes, 
from  which  the  seed  was  deposited  through  barrels  into  furrows. 
But  he  never  made  or  tried  his  implement.  When  Professor  Brad- 
ley in  1727  constructed  a  machine  from  Worlidge's  drawing,  he 
found  that  it  would  not  work.  To  Tull,  therefore,  belongs  the 
credit  of  the  first  drill  which  served  any  practical  purpose. 

Tull's  many  mechanical  inventions  were  less  valuable  than  the 
reasons  which  he  gave  for  their  employment.  His  implements 
were  speedily  8ux)erseded ; .  lus  principles  of  agriculture  remain. 
During  his  foreign  travels  he  was  impressed  with  the  cultivation 
of  vineyards  in  the  south  of  France,  where  frequent  ploughings 
between  parallel  rows  of  vines  not  only  cleaned  the  land,  but 
worked  and  stirred  the  food-beds  of  the  plants  until  the  vintage 
approached  maturity.  Tull  determined  to  extend  the  principles 
of  vine-culture  to  the  crops  of  the  English  farm.  He  argued  that 
tilli^  was  equally  necessary  before  and  after  sowing.  When  crops 
were  sown,  nature  at  once  began  to  undo  the  effect  of  previous 
ploughings  and  sowings.  The  earth  united,  coalesced,  consolidated, 
and  so  shut  out  the  air  and  water  from  the  roots,  and  decreased 
the  food  supply  at  the  moment  when  the  growing  plants  most 
needed  increased  nourishment.    To  some  extent  the  use  of  farm- 

1 A  New  Instruction  of  Plowing  and  Setting  of  Come,  handled  in  manner 
of  a  Didtogtte  betweene  a  Ploughman  and  a  SchoUer, 
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yard  manure  kept  the  land  friable ;  but  it  also  stimulated  the 
growth  of  weeds.  The  better  course,  therefore,  was  to  keep  the 
land  pulverised  by  tillage  and  so  to  prevent  the  contraction  of 
the  food  area  of  the  growing  crops.  So  long  as  wheat  and  turnips 
were  sown  broadcast,  this  method  could  not  be  satisfactorily 
employed.  But  if  they  were  drilled  in  rows,  divided  by  sufficiently 
wide  intervals,  the  principles  of  vine  culture  could  be  profitably 
applied.  In  two  ways  the  crops  benefited  by  constant  tillage. 
In  the  first  place,  the  land  was  kept  clean  from  weeds,  and  so  saved 
from  exhaustion.  In  the  second  place,  the  repeated  pulverisation 
of  the  soil  admitted  air,  rain-water,  and  dews  to  the  roots  of  the 
plants,  and  extended  the  range  from  which  their  lateral  growths 
drew  their  food  supplies.  In  some  respects  TuU's  system  faQed. 
Bis  rows  of  thinly  sown  wheat,  for  instance,  were  drilled  so  far 
apart  that  the  plants  were  slow  to  mature,  and  therefore,  if  sown  late 
in  the  year,  were  more  susceptible  to  blight.  But  for  turnips  his 
method  was  admirable.  Incidentally  also  he  found  that  his  '*  drill 
husbandry  "  was  a  substitute  not  only  for  fallows,  but  for  farm- 
yard dung,  which  he  dreaded  as  a  weed-carrier.  Without  fallows  or 
manure,  he  grew  on  the  same  land,  by  constant  tillage,  for  tiiirteen 
years  in  succession  heavier  wheat  crops,  from  one-third  of  the 
quantity  of  seed,  than  his  neighbours  could  produce  by  following 
the  accepted  routine.  By  this  discovery  he  anticipated  one  of  the 
most  startling  results  of  the  Bothamsted  experiments. 

The  chief  legacies  which  Jethro  TuU  left  to  his  successors  were 
clean  farming,  economy  in  seedings,  drilling,  and  the  maxim  that 
the  more  the  irons  are  among  the  roots  the  better  for  the  crop. 
It  was  along  these  lines  that  agriculture  advanced.  On  open- 
field  farmers  who  sowed  their  seed  broadcast,  thickly,  and  at 
varying  depths,  Tull's  experiments  were  lost.  Equally  fruitiess, 
so  far  as  his  immediate  neighbours  were  concerned,  was  his  demon- 
stration of  the  value  of  sainfoin  and  turnips,  or  the  drilling  of 
wheat  and  roots.  Even  his  system  of  drilling  roots  was  neglected 
in  England,  till  it  had  been  tested  and  adopted  in  Scotland. 

It  was  not  till  Tull's  principles  were  put  in  practice  by  large 
landlords  in  various  parts  of  the  country  that  their  full  advantages 
became  apparent.  In  England  this  was  the  work  of  men  like  Lord 
Townshend  at  Baynham  in  Norfolk,  Lord  Ducie  at  Woodchester 
in  Gloucestershire,  or  Lord  Halifax  at  Abbs  Court  near  Walton- 
on-Thames.    In  Scotland  the  *'  Tullian  system  "  was  enthusiasti- 
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oally  preached  by  the  Society  of  Improyers  in  the  Knowledge  of 
Agricnltuie  in  Scotland  (founded  1723,  dissolved  1746),  by  Lord 
Gathcart,  and  by  Mr.  Hope  of  Bankeillor.  In  the  Heart  of  Mid- 
lothiany  Scott  is  true  to  the  spirit,  if  not  to  the  details,  of  history 
when  he  credits  the  Duke  of  Argyll  with  a  keen  interest  in  all 
branches  of  fanning  and  the  introduction  into  Inverness-shire  of  a 
herd  of  Devonshire  cattle.  Agriculture  had  for  the  moment  become 
a  fashion  in  society,  a  part,  perhaps,  of  the  artificial  movement  which 
in  gardening  created  the  Landscape  School.  Tull's  system  was 
discussed  at  Court.  It  was  explained  to  George  n.,  and  therefore 
interested  Lady  Suffolk.  The  practical  Queen  Caroline  subscribed 
to  the  publication  of  the  Horse-Hoeing  Huebandry,  Pope  loved  to 
**  play  the  philosopher  among  cabbages  and  turnips."  Sir  Robert 
Walpole,  it  is  said,  opened  the  letters  of  his  farm  steward  before  he 
broke  the  seals  of  correspondence  on  State  affairs ;  Bolingbroke 
caused  Dawley  Farm  to  be  painted  with  trophies  of  ricks,  spades, 
and  prongs,  and,  propped  between  two  haycocks,  read  Swift's 
letters,  uplifting  his  eyes  to  heaven,  not  in  admiration  of  the  author 
but  in  fear  of  rain.  ""  Dawley,"  said  his  political  opponents,  "  has 
long  been  famous  for  a  Great  Cry  and  little  Wool.  Tup  Harry 
become  Mutton  master."  ^ 

Other  landowners  threw  themselves  energetically  into  the  practical 
work  of  agricultural  improvement.  Charles,  second  Viscount 
Townshend,  may  be  taken  as  a  type  of  the  reforming  landlords  who 
took  the  lead  in  farming  their  estates.  Bom  in  1674,  he  died  in 
1738,  having  succeeded  to  the  title  and  estates  of  his  father  when 
a  child  of  tiiirteen  years  old.  In  his  early  life,  he  had  played  a 
prominent  part  in  the  political  history  of  the  country  at  a  critical 
period.  Lord  Privy  Seal  under  William  III.,  he  served  as  a  Com- 
missioner to  treat  for  the  Union  of  England  and  Scotland,  and,  aa 
a  joint  plenipotentiary  with  Marlborough,  signed  the  Peace  of 
Gertruydenberg  in  1709.  In  the  same  year,  as  Ambassador  at  the 
Hague,  he  negotiated  the  famous  Barrier  Treaty.  Under  George  I. 
and  George  11.,  he  acted  as  Secretary  of  State,  was  appointed  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and,  as  joint  Secretary  of  State  with  Walpole, 
directed  the  foreign  policy  of  Great  Britain. 

In  1730  Lord  Townshend  retired  from  political  life  to  Baynham 
in  Norfolk.  There  he  devoted  himself  to  the  care  of  his  estates, 
experimenting  in  the  farming  practices  which  he  had  observed 

^  The  Hyp  Doctor,  No.  32,  July  20,  1731. 
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abroad,  and  devoting  himself,  above  all,  to  improvements  in  the 
rotation  of  crops,  and  to  the  iBeld  cultivation  of  turnips  and  clover, 
which,  in  the  preceding  half  century,  had  been  successfully  intro- 
duced in  the  county.  His  land  mainly  consisted  of  rush-grown 
marshes,  or  sandy  wastes  where  a  few  sheep  starved  and  "  two 
rabbits  struggled  for  every  blade  of  grass.*'  The  brief  but  exhaustive 
list  of  its  productions  is  "  netties  and  warrens."  Townshend 
revived  the  ancient  but  almost  obsolete  practice  of  marling  the 
light  lands  of  Norfolk.  Farmers  believed  that  marl  was  '"good 
for  the  father,  bad  for  the  son,"  till  he  proved  its  value  on  the 
sandy  soil  of  the  county.  The  tide  of  fashion  set  once  more  in  its 
favour,  and  farmers  found  another  proverbial  saying  for  their 
purpose : 

"  He  who  marls  sand 
May  buy  the  land  ; 
He  that  marls  moss 
SujSers  no  loss ; 
He  that  marls  clay 
Throws  all  away." 

By  the  use  of  marl  alone  Young  calculates  that  "  four  hundred 
thousand  acres  have  been  turned  into  gardens."  Following  the 
lines  of  Jethro  Tull,  Townshend  drilled  and  horse-hoed  his  turnips 
instead  of  sowing  them  broadcast.  He  was  also  the  initiator  of 
the  so-called  Norfolk,  or  four-course,  system  of  cropping,  in  which 
cereals,  roots,  and  artificial  grasses  were  alternated.  The  intro- 
duction of  roots  and  grasses  encouraged  the  farmer  to  observe  the 
useful  rule  of  never  taking  two  com  crops  in  succession,  saved  him 
from  the  necessity  of  leaving  a  portion  of  land  every  year  in  unpro- 
ductive fallow,  enabled  him  to  carry  more  stock  and  maintain  it 
without  falling  off  during  the  winter  months.  For  the  light  sands 
of  Norfolk  turnips  possessed  a  special  value.  Boots,  fed  on  the 
ground  by  sheep,  fertilised  and  consolidated  the  poorest  soil. 
Another  portion  of  the  crop,  drawn  off  and  stored  for  winter  keep, 
helped  the  farmer  to  keep  more  stock,  to  obtain  more  manure,  to 
enrich  the  land,  to  increase  its  yield,  to  verify  the  truth  of  the 
proverb  "  A  full  bullock-yard  and  a  full  fold  make  a  full  granaiy." 
Farming  in  a  circle,  unlike  arguing,  proved  a  productive  process. 

So  zealous  was  Townshend's  advocacy  of  turnips  as  the  pivot 
of  agricultural  improvement,  that  he  gained  the  nickname  of 
''  Turnip  "  Townshend,  and  supplied  Pope  with  an  example  for 
his  Horatian  Illustrations,  (Bk.  ii.  Epist.  ii.  U.  270-9)  : 
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**  Why,  of  two  brothers,  rioh  and  restless  one 
Ploughs,  bums,  manures,  and  toils  from  sun  to  sun  ; 
The  other  slights,  for  women,  sports,  and  wines. 
All  Townshend's  turnips  and  all  Qrosvenor's  mines, 

********** 

Is  known  alone  to  that  Directing  Power 
Who  forms  the  genius  in  the  nateJ  hour." 

Townshend's  efforts  to  improve  his  estates  were  richly  rewarded. 
On  the  sandy  soU  of  hie  own  county,  his  methods  were  peculiarly 
successful.  Furze-capped  warrens  were  in  a  few  years  converted 
into  tracts  of  well-cultivated  productive  land.  Those  who  followed 
his  example  realised  fortunes.  In  thirty  years  one  farm  rose  in 
rental  value  from  £180  to  £800 ;  another,  rented  by  a  warrener  at 
£18  a  year,  was  let  to  a  farmer  at  an  annual  rent  of  £240 ;  a  farmer 
named  Mallett  is  said  to  have  made  enough  off  a  holding  of  1500 
acres  to  buy  an  estate  of  the  annual  value  of  £1800.  Some  farmers 
were  reported  to  be  worth  ten  thousand  pounds.  But  the  example 
only  spread  into  other  counties  by  slow  degrees.  Outside  Norfolk^ 
both  landlords  and  farmers  stiU  classed  turnips  with  rats  as 
Hanoverian  innovations,  and  refused  their  assistance  with  Jacobite 
indignation.  Even  in  Townshend's  own  county,  it  was  not  till  the 
close  of  the  century  that  the  practice  was  at  all  universally  adopted  ; 
still  later  was  it  before  the  improved  methods  were  accepted  which 
converted  linoolnshire  from  a  rabbit-warren  or  a  swamp  into  corn- 
fields and  pasture. 
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THE  STOCK-BREEDER'S  ART  AND  ROBERT  BAKEWELL 

(1725-96). 

Necessity  for  improving  the  live-stook  of  the  oonntry ;  sheep  valued  for 
their  wool,  cattle  for  power  of  dratight  or  yield  of  milk ;  beef  and  mutton 
the  growing  need :  Robert  Bakewell  the  agricultural  opportunist ;  his 
ezpeEiments  with  the  BlcMsk  Horse,  the  Leicester  Longhoms,  and  the  New 
Leioesters ;  rapid  progress  of  stock-breeding  :  sacrifice  of  wool  to  mutton. 

WiTHOTTT  the  aid  of  turnips  the  mere  support  of  live-stook  had 
been  in  winter  and  spring  a  dijBScult  problem  ;  to  fatten  sheep  and 
cattle  for  the  market  was  in  many  districts  a  practical  impossibility. 
The  introduction,  therefore,  of  the  field  cultivation  of  roots,  clover, 
and  artificial  grasses  proved  the  pivot  of  agricultural  progress.  It 
enabled  farmers  to  carry  more  numerous,  bigger,  and  heavier  stock  ; 
more  stock  gave  more  manure  ;  more  manure  raised  larger  crops  ; 
larger  crops  supported  still  larger  flocks  and  herds.  Thus  to  the 
hopeful  enthusiasts  of  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century  the  agri- 
cultural circle  seemed  capable  of  almost  indefinite  and  always  pro- 
fitable expansion. 

But  recent  improvements  in  arable  farming  could  not  yield  their 
full  profits  till  the  live-stock  of  the  country  was  also  improved. 
I  The  necessary  revolution  in  the  breeding  and  rearing  of  stock  was 
I  mainly  the  work  of  Robert  Bakewell  (1725-95),  a  Leicestershire 
farmer,  living  at  Dishley,  near  Loughborough.  Its  results  were 
even  more  remarkable  than  those  which  followed  from  the  new 
methods  of  Tull  and  Townshend.  Bakewell's  improvements  were 
also  more  immediately  accepted  by  agriculturists.  The  slow 
adoption  of  improved  practices  in  tillage  was  mainly  due  to  caution ; 
in  some  degree,  also,  it  was  due  to  the  fact  that  the  innovators 
were,  if  not  amateurs,  gentlemen-farmers.^    On  the  other  hand, 

^In  1756  or  1767  Mr.  Pringle,  a  retired  army  surgeon,  introduced  the 
drilling  of  turnips  on  his  estate  near  Coldstream  in  Berwickshire.    His  crops 
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the  improved  principles  of  stock-breeding  were  more  readily 
accepted,  not  only  because  their  superiority  was  at  once  manifest 
to  the  eye,  bat  because  they  emanated  from  the  practical  brain  of 
a  professional  farmer.  Yet  for  open-field  farmers  they  were  of 
little  value.  As  sheep  and  cattle  increased  in  size  and  weight,  and 
were  bred  for  more  speedy  conversion  into  mutton  and  beef,  they 
needed  better  and  more  abundant  food  than  village  farms  could 
supply.  Thus  the  improvements  of  Bakewell,  like  those  of  Toll 
and  Townshend,  added  a  new  impulse  to  the  progress  of  enclosures. 
Up  to  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century  sheep  had  been 
valued,  agriculturally  for  their  manure  in  the  fold,  commercially 
for  their  skins  and,  above  all,  for  their  wool.  Wool  was  in  fact 
the  chief  source  of  trading  profit  to  English  fanners.  Other  forms 
of  agricultural  produce  were  raised  as  much  for  home  consumption 
as  for  sale.  But  the  trade  in  raw  or  manufactured  wool,  both  at 
home  and  abroad,  had  been  for  centuries  the  most  important  of 
English  industries.  To  the  golden  fleece  the  carcase  was  sacrificed ; 
the  mutton  as  food  was  comparatively  neglected.  As  wool-pro- 
ducing animals  sheep  were  classified  into  short  wools  and  long  wools. 
Of  these  two  classes,  short-wooled  sheep  were  by  far  the  most 
numerous,  and  were  scattered  all  over  England.  Small  in  frame, 
active,  hardy,  able  to  pick  up  a  living  on  the  scantiest  food,  patient 
of  hunger,  they  were  the  sheep  of  open-field  farmers ;  they  were 
the  breeds  formed  by  centuries  of  far  travelling,  close  feeding  on 
scanty  pasturage,  and  a  starvation  allowance  of  hay  in  winter. 
Such  were  the  "  heath-croppers  "  of  Berkshire — small  ill-shaped 
sheep  which,  however,  produced  ''  very  sweet  mutton."  In  some 
counties,  as,  for  instance,  Buckinghamshire,  open-field  farmers 
hired  sheep,  with  or  without  a  shepherd,  for  folding  on  their  arable 
land.  The  flocks,  hired  from  Bagshot  Heath,  were  fed,  partly  on 
the  commons,  partly  on  the  arable  fallows,  where  they  were  folded 
every  night  from  April  to  October.  No  money  passed.  The  flock- 
master  was  paid  by  the  feed  ;  the  farmer  by  the  f oldiog.  The  one 
made  lus  profit  by  the  wool,  the  other  by  the  manure.    Sometimes 

were  saperior  to  those  of  the  neighbouring  farmers.  But  none  followed  his 
example.  In  1762  a  fanner  nained  Williazn  Dawson  adopted  the  practice 
on  his  faarm  at  Frogden  in  Roxburghshire.  **  No  sooner  did  Mr.  Dawson 
(an  actual  feurmer)  adopt  the  same  system,  than  it  was  inmiediately  followed, 
not  only  by  several  fanners  in  his  vicinity,  but  by  those  very  farmers  adjoining 
Mr.  Pringle,  whose  crops  they  had  seen  for  ten  or  twelve  years  so  much  superior 
to  their  own  "  (Qtneral  view  of  the  AgricuUwre  of  the  CawUy  of  Northumberland, 
by  J.  Bailey  and  Q.  Culley,  3rd  edition  (1805),  p.  102). 

M 
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small  men  who  had  rights  of  common,  or  had  aoquired  them  from 
commoners,  drove  their  flocks  from  open-field  to  open-field,  folding 
them  on  the  fallow  lands  of  the  viUage  farm  and  receiving  from 
the  occupiers  of  the  fallows  Is.  a  week  per  score  or  leave  to  grasse 
on  the  commons  during  some  part  of  the  winter.  Nearly  every 
breeding  county  in  England  had  its  local  favourites,  adapted  to  their 
environment  of  soil,  climate,  and  geographical  configuration.  For 
fineness  of  wool,  the  Ryeland  or  Herefordshire  sheep  now  held  the 
first  place  in  the  manufacture  of  superfine  broad-cloth,  though  in 
the  fourteenth  century  the  fieece  of  the  Morf e  Common  sheep  of 
Shropshire  had  commanded  the  highest  prices.  Sussex  South 
Downs,  inferior  in  size  and  shape  to  their  present  type,  were  also 
famed  for  the  excellence  of  their  soft,  fine,  curly  wools.  Dorsets, 
already  prized  for  their  early  lambs,  supplied  Ilminster  with  the 
material  for  its  second,  or  livery,  cloths.  West-country  clothiers 
drew  their  supplies,  partly  from  Wales,  partly  from  the  large, 
homed,  and  black-faced  WHtshires,  from  the  Exmoors,  Dartmoors, 
or  Devonshire  Notts,  the  Mendips  of  Somerset,  the  Dean  Foresters 
of  Gloucester,  or  the  Ryelands  of  Herefordshire.  The  eastern 
counties  had  their  native  short-wooled  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  breeds. 
The  North  had  its  Cheviots,  its  Northumberland  Muggs,  its  Lanca- 
shire Silverdales,  its  Cumberland  Herdwicks,  its  Cheshire  Delameres. 
Here  and  there,  some  local  breed  was  especially  famous  for  the 
quality  of  its  mutton,  like  that  of  Banstead  or  of  Bagahot  in  Surrey, 
of  Portland  in  Dorsetshire,  of  Clun  Forest  in  Shropshire,  or  of  the 
mountain  sheep  of  Wales.  But,  speaking  generally,  it  was  by  their 
fleeces  only  that  sheep  were  distinguished.  The  local  varieties  of 
short-wools  differed  widely  from  one  another.  In  appearance  the 
long-wools  were  more  uniform  in  type ;  all  were  polled,  white-faced, 
and  white-legged  ;  all  were  large-framed,  and,  from  more  abundant 
food,  heavier  in  carcase  and  in  fleece ;  in  all  the  wool  was  long, 
straight,  and  strong.  Less  widely  distributed  than  the  other  class, 
they  were  also  by  far  the  least  numerous.  In  the  eighteenth  century 
they  probably  did  not  exceed  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  total 
number  of  sheep  in  the  country.  But  the  superior  weight  of  their 
fleeces  made  their  produce  more  than  one-third  of  the  total  clip. 
Among  the  long-wools  the  Cotswolds  were,  at  this  time,  pre- 
eminent. Other  varieties,  better  adapted  to  the  special  conditions 
of  their  respective  counties,  were  the  lancolns,  Leicesters,  Devon- 
shire Bamptons,  and  the  Romney  Marsh  sheep  of  Kent. 
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With  these  different  bieeds,  both  short  and  long  wook»  there  was 
abundant  scope  for  experiment  and  improvement.  Some  effort 
had  been  made  at  the  close  of  the  seventeenth  century,  as  has 
been  already  noticed,  to  improve  the  lustrous  fleeces  of  Lmcolns, 
and  to  remedy  the  bareness  of  their  legs  and  bellies.  But,  from 
the  grazier's  point  of  view,  no  breeder  had  yet  attempted  to  obtain 
a  more  profitable  shape.  If  any  care  was  shown  in  the  selection 
of  rams  and  ewes,  the  choice  was  guided  by  fanciful  points  which 
possessed  no  practical  value.  Thus  Wiltshire  breeders  demanded 
a  horn  which  fell  back  so  as  to  form  a  semicircle,  beyond  which 
the  ear  projected ;  Norfolk  flockmasters  valued  the  length  and 
spiral  form  of  the  horn  and  the  blackness  of  the  face  and  legs ; 
Dorsetshire  shepherds  staked  everything  on  the  horn  projecting 
in  front  of  the  ear ;  champions  of  the  South  Downs  condemned  all 
alike,  and  made  their  grand  objects  a  speckled  face  and  leg  and  no 
horn  at  all. 

In  cattle,  again,  no  true  standard  of  shape  was  recognised.  Size 
was  the  only  criterion  of  merit.  "  Nothing  would  please,"  wrote 
George  Culley  in  1786,  ''  but  Elephants  or  Giants."  ^  The  qualities 
for  which  animals  were  valued  were  not  propensity  to  fatten  or 
early  maturity,  but  their  milking  capacity  or  their  power  of  draught. 
The  pail  and  the  plough  set  the  standard ;  the  butcher  was  ignored, 
^acfi  breedmg  coillltjf,  huvre^SfThacTlls  native  varieties,  classified 
into  Middle-horns,  prevailing  in  the  South  and  West  of  England, 
in  Wales  and  in  Scotland ;  Long-horns,  in  the  North-west  of 
England  and  the  Midlands ;  and  Short-horns,  in  the  North-east, 
Yorkshire,  and  Durham. 

The  Middle-horns  in  the  South  and  West  of  England  were  red 
cattle  of  a  uniform  type ;  the  North  Devons,  nimble  and  free  of 
movement,  were  unrivalled  in  the  yoke ;  the  Herefords,  not  yet 
fared  with  white  faces,  were  heavier  fmifnala  which  fattened  to  a 
greater  weight ;  the  Sussex  breed  came  midway  in  size  between 
the  two.  None  of  the  three  were  remarkable  for  the  quantity  of 
their  milk.  Other  middle-homed  breeds  were  the  black  Pembrokes, 
like  their  Cornish  relatives,  excellent  for  the  small  farmer,  and 
the  Bed  Glamorgans,  which  in  the  eighteenth  century  were  highly 
esteemed  as  an  all-round  breed.  Every  year  thousands  of  the 
black  Angleseys  were  swum  across  the  Menai  Straits  to  the  main- 

^  Quoted  by  Arthur  Young  in  his  Lecture  on  the  Htubandry  of  Three  Famoue 
Farmers  (1811),  pp.  10-11. 
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land.  Sootlaiid  had  its  West  Highlanders ;  its  Ayrshires,  second 
to  none  as  milkers ;  its  Galloways  and  its  Anguses,  originally 
middle-homed  but  now  beooming  polled,  which  were  driven  south- 
wards to  the  October  and  November  fairs  of  Norfolk  and  Suffolk 
to  be  fattened  for  the  London  markets.  On  these  imported  Gallo- 
ways were  founded  the  Norfolk  breed  of  polled  cattle,  and  the 
Suffolk  Duns  once  famous  all  over  England  for  their  millring 
qualities.  The  North-west  of  England  and  the  Midlands  were 
occupied  by  the  Long-horns.  Of  these  the  most  celebrated  were 
the  Lancashires,  or  Cravens,  so  called  from  their  home  in  the 
comer  of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  which  borders  on  Lancashire 
and  Westmoreland.  To  this  breed  some  attention  had,  as  is  noticed 
in  the  LegacUy  been  paid  in  the  seventeenth  century.  To  the  same 
stock  belonged  the  brindled  or  grizzled  Staffordshires,  valued,  like 
the  Cravens,  for  the  dairy  and  for  meat.  The  North  of  Lincoln- 
shire, the  East  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  and  Durham  were  famous  for 
the  enormous  size  of  their  short-homed  cattle,  which  were  extra- 
ordinary nulkers.  The  Holdemess  breed,  as  it  was  called  before 
its  establishment  on  the  banks  of  the  Tees,  were  "  more  like  an 
ill-made  black  horse  than  an  ox  or  cow."  ^  The  cattle  were  badly 
shaped,  long-bodied,  bulky  in  the  coarser  points,  small  in  the  prime 
parts.  But  they  satisfied  the  taste  of  the  eighteenth  century 
grazier,  because  their  gigantic  frames  offered  plenty  of  bone  on 
which  to  lay  flesh.  They  were  undoubtedly  a  breed  of  foreign 
origin.  Tradition  relates  that,  towards  the  end  of  the  seventeenth 
century,  a  bull  and  some  cows  were  introduced  into  the  Holdemess 
district  from  the  Low  Countries.  But  the  introduction  must  have 
been  of  an  earlier  date.  Lawson  in  his  New  Orchard  (1618)  says  : 
"  The  goodnesse  of  the  soile  in  Howie,  or  Hollow-,  demess  in  York- 
shire is  well  knowne  to  all  that  know  the  River  Humber  and  the 
huge  bulkes  of  their  Cattell  there."  It  is  probably  to  this  intro- 
duction of  foreign  blood  that  Child  alludes  in  his  Letter  in  Hartlib's 
Legacit  (1651),  when  he  says  that  little  attention  was  paid  to 
breeding  except  in  the  north-western  and  north-eastern  counties. 
To  the  same  stock  belonged  the  "  long-legged  short-hom'd  Cow  of 
the  Dutch  breed,"  which  Mortimer  (1707)  selected  as  the  best 
breed  for  milking.  Probably,  also,  the  famous  "  Lincolnshire  Ox  " 
was  one  of  these  Holdemess  Dutch-crossed  animals.  This  beast 
was  exhibited,  as  the  Advertisement  sets  out,  ''  with  great  satisfao- 

^  Galley's  0b9ervalfionB  on  Live  Stock  (1786),  p.  30. 
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taoQ,  at  the  University  of  Cambridge/'  in  the  reign  of  Qaeen  Anne. 
He  was  *'  Nineteen  Hands  High,  and  Four  Yards  Long  from  his 
Face  to  his  Bmnp.  The  like  Beast  for  Bigness  was  never  seen  in 
the  World  before.     Vivat  Be^ina  !  " 

Stook-breeding,  as  applied  to  both  cattle  and  sheep,  was  the 
haphazard  nnion  of  nobody's  son  with  everybody's  daughter.    On 
open-field  farms  parish  bulls  were  only  selected  for  the  quality 
in  which  Mr.  Shandy's  pet,  so  strenuously  denounced  by  Obadiah, 
was  alleged  to  be  wanting.    When  prizes  were  offered  for  the 
longest  legs,  it  is  not  surprising  that  all  over  the  country  were 
scattered    tail,    raw-boned,    wall-sided    cattle,    and    lean,    leggy, 
unthrifty  sheep.    Our  ancestors,  however,  were  not  unwise  in  their 
generation.    Length  of  leg  was  necessaiy,  when  animals  had  to 
traverse  miry  lanes  and  "  foundrous  "  highways,  and  roam  for 
miles  in  search  of  food.    Size  of  bone  served  the  ox  in  good  stead 
when  he  had  to  draw  a  heavy  plough  through  stiff  soil.    But  a 
time  was  rapidly  approaching  when  beef  and  mutton  were  to  be 
more  necessary  than  power  of  draught  or  fineness  of  wool.    Bake|[:/ 
well  was  the  agricultural  opportunist  who  saw  the  impending  ohang4| 
and  knew  how  it  should  be  met.    By  providing  meat  for  the  mdllionU 
he  contributed  as  much  to  the  wealth  of  the  coimtry  as  Arkwrighll  1 
or  Watt.    There  is  some  foundation  for  the  statement  that  many\ 
monuments  have  been  reared  in  Westminster  Abbey  to  the  memory 
of  men  who  less  deserved  the  honour  than  Robert  BakeweU. 

Cart-horses  also  shared  Bakewell's  attention.  Before  his  day 
principles  of  breeding  had  been  little  studied  except  in  the  interests 
of  sport.  Li  the  reign  of  Richard  11.  the  principal  breeding  coimties 
had  been  Lincolnshire,  Cambridgeshire,  and  the  East  and  West 
Ridings  of  Yorkshire.  Men  in  armour  needed  big  weight-canying 
horses.  But  in  the  fifteenth  century,  horses,  like  the  rest  of  English 
live-stock,  seem  to  have  dwindled  in  size.  The  legislature  was 
alarmed ;  Henry  Vlll.  attempted  to  improve  their  height  by  the 
importation  of  the  best  foreign  breeds,  and  by  sumptuary  laws 
which  prescribed  the  number  and  height  of  the  horses  that  were 
to  be  kept  by  various  classes  of  his  subjects.  Elizabeth's  introduc- 
tion of  coaches  created  a  new  need ;  if  the  invention  of  gunpowder 
and  the  disuse  of  armour  displaced  the  **  great  horse  "  in  war,  he 
found  a  new  place  between  the  shafts.  Shakespeare's  plays 
illustrate  some  of  the  changes  which  approximated  the  Stewart 
standard  of  horse-flesh  to  modem  ideals.    The  courser,  which  in 
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time  of  war  had  endured  '*  the  shock  of  wrathful  iron  anns,"  ^  and 
in  peaoe  was  the  "  foot-oloth  "  horse,*  and  three  times  stumbled 
under  Lord  Hastings,'  gives  place  to  the  '^  prince  of  palfreys  ** 
who  *'  trots  the  air  "  and  makes  the  earth  sing  as  he  touches  it  with 
his  elastic  treads  As  highways  improved,  travellers  journeyed 
more  easily  and  more  often.  The  ambling  roadster,  whose  artificial 
gait  was  comparatively  easy,  was  supplanted  by  the  hack ;  the 
coach-horse  and  the  waggon-horse  began  to  dispute  the  monopoly 
of  the  lumbering  *'  great  horse  "  and  the  pack-horse.  Sport  was 
also  adapting  itself  to  the  changing  conditions  of  society.  Racing 
and  himting  became  fashionable.    Though  Shakespeare  had  heard 

"  of  riding  wagen. 
When  hones  have  been  nimbler  than  the  sands 
That  run  i*  the  dock's  behalf."  ' 

and  was  aware  that  '*  switch  and  spur  "  ^  were  plied  in  a  '*  wild- 
goose  chase  "  on  the  Ck>tswold  Hills,  he  knew  nothing  of  the  modem 
race-course.  Races,  then,  were  triab  rather  of  endurance  than  of 
speed.  Nor  was  pace  much  needed  in  Tudor  hunting ;  a  '*  good 
continuer,"  ^  or,  as  we  might  say,  a  good  stayer,  was  more  necessary. 
In  coursing  the  hare,  only  the  greyhounds  must  be  fleeter  than 
*'  poor  Wat."  The  red  deer  was  followed  by  hounds  "  slow  of 
pursuit "  ^  and  by  men  armed  with  leaping-poles,  except  on  those 
rare  occasions  when  the  great  hart  was  hunted  "  at  force."  At 
hawkings,  unless  the  long-winged  peregrine  flew  down  wind,  horse- 
men were  not  pushed  to  the  gallop ;  the  short-winged  goshawk 
exacted  from  his  pursuers  no  turn  of  speed.  But  as  agriculture 
advanced,  the  red  deer's  covert  was  destroyed,  and  his  extermination 
demanded  as  an  inveterate  foe  to  the  crops.  So,  too,  the  sport  of 
falconry  was  doomed,  when  hedgerows  and  enclosures  displaced 
the  broad  expanse  of  open-fields,  and  the  partridge  no  longer 
cowered  in  the  stubble  by  the  edge  of  the  turf-balk  under  the 
tinkling  bells  of  the  ''  towering  "  falcon.^  Another  beast  of  the 
chase  and  other  means  of  capture  were  needed.  Shakespeare  stood 
on  "  no  quillets  how  to  slay  "  ^^  a  fox  with  snares  and  gins.    But 

1  Rio,  11.  Act  i.  So.  3,  L  136.  >  2  Hen.  VI.  Act  iv.  So.  7,  L  52. 

•  Ric.  III.  Act  iii.  So.  4,  L  83. 

'Hen.  F.  Act  lii.  So.  7,  L  17.  Comp.  also  Fen.  and  Ad,  at.  00,  where 
Blundevin  is  olosely  copied. 

•  Cymb.  Act  iii.  So.  2,  E  72-4.  •  Rom.  and  Jul.  Act  ii  So.  4,  L  75. 
^Much  Ado,  Act  i.  So.  1, 1.  149.  '  Mid.  N.  D.  Act  iv.  So.  1, 1.  129. 

•  Maeb.  Aot  ii.  So.  4, 1.  12.  i«  2  Hm.  VI.  Act  iii.  So.  1,  L  261. 
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the  fox  was  no  foe  to  orops ;  hedgerows  only  added  zest  to  his 
ptnsnit ;  the  new  sport  satisfied  the  new  conditions,  and  demanded 
the  prodactian  of  the  modem  hunter.  , 

The  seventeenth  century  saw  some  of  the  conditions  createci^ 
which  have  developed  the  various  tyi>es  in  horses  of  to-day.    James  ^ 
I.  reduced  racing  to  rules ;   Charles  I.  established  races  at  New- 
market ;  Oliver  Cromwell  kept  his  stud ;  Charles  11.  introduced  the 
**  Royal  Mares."    Changes  in  the  art  of  war  demanded  a  lighter  \ 
and  more  active  cavalry.    Fox-hunting  had  become  a  passion  with  \ 
the  country  gentry.    Coaches  travelled  more  rapidly.    Oxen  were    j 
less  used  on  the  farm.    During  the  same  century,  foreign  breeds  , 
were  extensively  imported.    Arabs  were  favourites  of  James  I.  . 
But  the  authority  of  the  Duke  of  Newcastle,  who  disliked  the  breed, 
was  paramount  in  matters  of  horse-flesh.^    Barbs,  or  Turks  were 
preferred  till  the  Godolphin  and  Darley  Arabians  proved  worthy 
rivals  to  the  Byerly  Turk.    Other  breeds  were  largely  imported 
from  Naples,  Sardinia,  Spain,  Poland,  Germany,  Hungary,  Flanders, 
and  Libya.    So  great  was  the  admixture  of  blood,  that  Bradley, 
writing  in  1727,  thinks  the  true-bred  English  horse  hardly  exists, 
**^  unless  we  may  account  the  Horses  to  be  such  that  are  bred  wild 
in  some  of  our  Forests  and  among  the  Moimtains."  *    Horses 
intended  for  *'  the  Course,  the  Chase,  War  or  Travel "  were  already 
carefully  studied.    But  horses  for  farm  use  were  as  yet  despised. 
De  Grey*  speaks  with  contempt  of  horses  for  the  cart,  the  plough, 
the  pack-saddle,  and  Bradley  ignores  them  altogether. 

It  was  with  the  heavy  Black-horse  of  the  Midland  counties  that 
BakeweU  conducted  his  experiments.  The  breed  had  long  been 
known,  and  had  doubtless  helped  to  supply  mounts  to  mediaeval 
knights.  Early  in  the  eighteenth  century  the  breed  had  been 
improved  by  the  importation  of  six  Zealand  mares.  But  the  long 
back  and  long  thick  hairy  legs  were  still  characteristic.  Defoe 
speaks  of  the  Leicestershire  horse  as  the  "  largest  in  England,  being 
generally  the  great  black  Coach-Horses  and  Dray-Horses,  of  which 
so  great  a  Number  are  continually  brought  up  to  London."  Bake- 
well's  object  was  to  correct  the  type  to  that  which  was  best  suited 

^MMode  et  Itweniion  NouneUe  de  dreawr  le$  Ohevaux  (1658).  New- 
«astle'B  experiments  were  made  with  Barbe.  The  Doke  also  published  in 
1667  A  New  Method  and  Extraordinary  Invention  to  Dreee  Horeee,  etc. 

'  OenOeman  and  Farmere  Guide,  p.  249. 

*  The  Compleat  Horeeman  and  Expert  Ferrier,  by  Thomas  de  Qrey  (6th  ed. 
1684),  p.  8. 
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for  draft.  Strength  and  activity  rather  than  height  and  weight 
were  his  aim.  In  his  hands  the  Black  Horse  developed  a  thick 
short  carcase  on  clean  short  legs.  Marshall,  who  visited  Dishley 
in  1784,  grows  enthusiastic  over  '*  the  grandeur  and  symmetry  of 
form  ''  displayed  in  the  stallion  named  K.  "  He  was,  in  reality, 
the  fancied  war-horse  of  the  German  painters ;  who,  in  the  luxuri- 
ance of  imagination,  never  perhaps  excelled  the  grandeur  of  this 
horse."  The  Midland  horses  were  generally  sold  as  two-year-olds 
to  the  farmers  of  Buckinghamshire,  Hertfordshire,  Berkshire,  and 
Wiltshire,  who  broke  them  into  harness,  worked  them  lightly  on 
the  land,  and  sold  them  at  five  or  six  to  London  dealers.  The 
practice  may  aocoimt  for  some  of  the  extravagant  plough-teams, 
which  agricultural  writers  of  the  eighteenth  century  often  notice 
and  condemn. 

Bom  in  1725,  Bakewell  was  barely  twenty  when  he  began  his 
experiments  in  stock-breeding.  He  succeeded  to  the  sole  manage- 
ment of  his  father's  farm  in  1760.  Ten  years  later,  when  Arthur 
Young,  armed  with  an  introduction  from  the  Marquis  of  Rockingham, 
visited  Dishley,  Bakewell  must  have  somewhat  resembled  the 
typical  English  yeoman  who  figures  on  jugs  of  Staffordshire 
pottery  :  "  a  tall,  broad-shouldered,  stout  man  of  brown-red  com- 
plexion, clad  in  a  loose  brown  coat,  scarlet  waistcoat,  leather 
breeches,  and  top-boots."  Visitors  from  all  parts  of  the  world 
assembled  to  see  his  farm — ^his  water-canals,  his  plough-team  of 
cows,  his  irrigated  meadows  on  which  mowers  were  busy  from  May 
to  Christmas,  and,  above  all,  his  hve-stock — ^his  famous  black 
stalhon,  his  bull  "  Two-penny,"  and  his  ram  *'  Two-pounder."  All 
who  came  were  astonished  at  the  results  which  they  saw,  at  the 
docility  of  the  animals,  at  the  kindness  with  which  they  were 
treated.  But,  if  they  hoped  to  learn  from  Bakewell's  lips  the 
principles  which  are  now  the  axioms  of  stock-breeding,  they  went 
away  disappointed.  He  was  a  keen  man  of  business.  The  secrets 
of  his  success  were  jealously  guarded,  except  from  the  old  shepherd 
to  whom  they  were  confided.  So  careful  was  he  to  keep  the  lead 
in  his  own  hands  that  he  adopted  the  practice  of  only  letting  his 
stallions,  bulls,  and  rams  by  the  season,  and,  when  his  best  bred 
sheep  were  past  service  and  fatted  and  sold  to  the  butcher,  he  is 
said  to  have  infected  them  with  the  rot  in  order  to  prevent  their 
use  for  breeding  purposes.    So  reports  Arthur  Young.^    Round 

^  FarmerB  Tow  through  the  East  of  England  (1771),  voL  i.  p.  118. 
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the  hall  of  his  house  were  arranged  skeletons  of  his  most  celebrated 
animals ;  from  the  walls  hung  joints,  preserved  in  pickle,  which 
ilhistrated  such  points  as  smallnees  of  bone  or  thickness  of  fat.  As 
there  was  no  inn  in  the  village,  he  seems  to  have  kept  open  house 
for  his  visitors.  He  was  never  married.  In  his  kitchen  he  enter- 
tained Russian  princes,  French  and  German  royal  dukes,  British 
peers,  and  sightseers  of  every  degree.  Yet  he  never  altered  the 
routine  of  his  daily  life.  *'  Breakfast  at  eight ;  dinner  at  one ; 
supper  at  nine ;  bed  at  eleven  o'clock ;  at  half -past  ten,  let  who 
would  be  there,  he  knocked  out  his  last  pipe."  Very  large  sums  of 
money  passed  through  his  hands.  Tet,  if  the  entry  in  the  Oentk" 
fnan*8  Magazine  ^  refers  to  him,  he  was  bankrupt  in  1776,  and  so 
lavish  was  lus  hospitality  that  he  is  said  to  have  died  in  poverty.* 

In  the  treatment  of  live-stock  for  the  butcher  Bakewell's  object 
was  to  breed  animals  which  weighed  heaviest  in  the  best  joints 
and  most  quickly  repaid  the  cost  of  the  food  they  consumed.  He 
sought  to  discover  the  animal  which  was  the  best  machine  for 
turning  food  into  money.  *'  Small  in  size  and  great  in  value," 
or  the  Holkham  toast  of  '*  Symmetry  well  covered,"  was  the  motto 
of  his  experiments.  In  lus  view  the  essentials  were  the  valuable 
joints,  and  he  swept  away  as  non-essentials  all  the  points  on  which 
fashion  or  prejudice  had  hitherto  concentrated,  such  as  head,  neck, 
horn,  leg,  or  colour.  The  points  which  he  wished  to  develop  and 
perpetuate  were  beauty  combined  with  utility  of  form,  quality  of 
flesh,  and  propensity  to  fatness.  To  attain  these  objects  he  struck 
out  a  new  line  for  himself.  Grossing  was  then  understood  to  mean 
the  mixture  of  two  alien  breeds,  one  of  which  was  relatively  inferior. 
Bakewell  adopted  a  different  principle,  because  he  regarded  this 
form  of  crossing  as  an  adulteration  rather  than  as  an  improvement. 
He  bred  in-and-in,  using  not  merely  animals  of  the  same  native 
breed  and  line  of  descent,  but  of  the  same  family.  He  thus  secured 
the  union  of  the  finest  specimens  of  the  breed  which  he  had  chosen 
as  the  best,  selected  for  the  possession  of  the  points  which  he 
wished  to  reproduce  or  strengthen. 

^  In  the  QenL  Mag,  for  Nov.  1776,  appears  the  following  entry  in  the  list 
of  bankrapts  :   '*  B.  Bakewell,  Diahley,  Leioestersh.  dealer."  (p.  531). 

*  Other  contemporary  referencee  to  Bakewell,  beeidee  those  quoted,  will 
be  found  in  the  QerU.  Mag,  vols.  IzuL  pt.  ii.  p.  792,  and  Izv.  pt.  ii.  pp.  969-70 ; 
Marshall's  Midland  CowUiea,  vol.  i.  pp.  292-493  etc. ;  Annata  of  AffriGuUure, 
voL  vi.  (1786),  pp.  466-98;  Arthur  Young's  Husbandry  of  Three  Famoua 
Fartnert  (1811);   Ctoorge  Galley's  ObeervaHone  on  Live  Stock  (1786). 
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It  was  with  sheep  that  Bakewell  achieved  his  greatest  sacoess. 
When  he  began  his  stook-breeding  experiments,  he  selected  his 
sheep  from  the  best  animals  in  the  neighbourhood,  and  a  guinea, 
or  even  half  a  guinea,  secured  him  his  choice  from  the  fold.  The 
breed  from  which  they  were  chosen  were  the  Leicestershire  or 
Warwickshire  long  wools.  The  "  true  old  Warwickshire  ram  "  is 
thus  described  by  Marshall  in  1789  :  ''  His  frame  large,  and  remark- 
ably loose.  His  bone,  throughout,  heavy.  His  legs  long  and 
thick,  terminating  in  large  splaw  feet.  His  chine,  as  well  as  his 
rump,  as  sharp  as  a  hatchet.  His  skin  might  be  said  to  rattle  upon 
his  ribs  .  .  .  like  a  skeleton  wrapped  in  parchment."  Even  this 
animal  was  handsomer  than  a  ram  of  the  '*  true  old  Leicestershire 
sort,"  which  Marshall  saw  in  1784.  ''A  naturalist,"  he  says, 
*'  would  have  found  some  difficulty  in  classiog  him ;  and,  seeing 
him  on  a  mountain,  might  have  deemed  him  a  nondescript;  a 
something  between  a  sheep  and  a  goat."  Out  of  these  unpromising 
materials  Bakewell  succeeded  in  creating  a  new  variety.  His  "  new 
Leicesters  "  became  the  most  profitable  sheep  for  arable  fanners. 
As  by  degrees  the  compactness  of  form,  smallness  of  bone,  fattening 
propensities,  and  early  maturity  were  perpetuated,  the  breed  was 
established,  and  for  a  time  swept  all  competitors  before  them. 
WhUe  other  breeds  required  three  or  four  years  to  fit  them  for 
market,  the  New  Leicesters  were  prepared  in  two.  Those  who 
tried  the  Dishley  sheep  found  that  they  throve  where  others  pined, 
that  while  alive  they  were  the  hardiest,  and  when  dead  the  heaviest. 
In  1750  Bakewell  let  rams  for  the  season  at  I6s.  or  17s.  6d.  apiece. 
In  1789  he  let  none  under  20  guineas,  and  received  3000  guineas 
for  the  total  of  that  season's  letting.  The  New  Leicesters  were 
the  first  breed  of  sheep  which  were  scientifically  treated  in  England, 
and  though  they  were  less  adapted  for  the  southern,  eastern,  and 
northern  counties,  their  supremacy  on  enclosed  land  in  their  own 
Midland  districts  was  undisputed. 

Bakewell  raised  the  New  Leicesters  to  the  highest  perfection. 
But  this  was  not  all.  His  breed  in  weight  of  fleece  could  not  com- 
pete with  Idncolns,  and  was  less  suited  to  hills  or  mountains  than 
for  enclosed  arable  land.  He  had,  however,  shown  the  way  in 
which  other  breeds  might  be  improved  ;  imitation  was  easy.  In  a 
less  immediate  sense  he  was  the  creator,  not  only  of  the  New 
Leicesters,  but  of  the  improved  lancolns.  South  Downs  and  Cheviots. 
Before  these  breeds,  fitted  for  the  most  fertile  grasslands  and  plains 
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as  well  as  suited  to  hills  and  mountains,  native  races  died  away, 
like  Bed  Indians  before  the  civilised  intradeis.  But  gradually 
supixsrters  rallied  round  other  yarieties.  Bakewell's  weapons  were 
turned  against  himself.  Native  sheep  of  other  districts,  improved 
on  his  principles,  began  to  hold  their  own,  and,  though  on  historical 
grounds  precedence  will  always  be  given  to  the  New  Leicesters  and 
the  South  Downs  (improved  by  John  EUman  of  Glynde,  1763-1832), 
it  may  be  questioned  whether  they  have  not  been  rivalled  and  sur- 
passed by  other  breeds  in  the  qualities  for  which  they  were  once 
pre-eminent. 

In  cattle-breeding  Bakewell  was  less  successful.  It  was  his 
material  not  his  system  which  failed.  He  endeavoured  to  foimd 
his  typical  race  on  the  Lancashires  or  Craven  Longhoms,  which  were 
the  favourite  cattle  in  Leicestershire,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  best 
breed  in  England.  He  based  his  improvements  on  the  labours  of 
two  of  his  predecessors.  Sir  Thomas  Gresley  of  Drakelow,  near 
Burton-on-Trent,  began  about  1720  the  formation  of  a  herd  of 
Longhoms.  On  this  Drakelow  blood  Webster  of  Canley,  near 
Coventry,  worked,  and  to  his  breed  all  the  improved  Longhoms 
traced  their  descent.  Bakewell  founded  his  experiments  on  a 
Westmoreland  bull  and  two  heifers  from  the  Canley  herd.  To 
them  he  applied  the  same  principles  which  he  followed  m  sheep- 
breeding,  and  with  great  success.  As  graziers'  stock,  the  breed 
was  greatly  improved.  But  as  milkers,  the  new  Longhoms  were 
deteriorated  by  their  increased  propensity  to  fatness.  In  a  county 
like  Leicestershire,  which  depended  not  only  on  feeding  stock  but 
on  dairy  produce,^  this  poverty  of  milking  quality  was  a  fatal  objec- 
tion. Even  in  his  Longhoms  Bakewell  did  not  long  retain  the 
lead.  It  soon  passed  away  from  him  to  Fowler  of  Bollright,  in 
Oxfordshire.  But  the  breed  itself  was  beaten  by  one  which 
possessed  superior  natural  quaUties.  Almost  throughout  England 
the  Durham  Shorthorns,  founded  on  the  Holdemess  and  Tees- 
water  cattle,  jumped  into  the  first  place,  as  the  best  rent-payers, 
both  as  nulkers  and  meat-producers.  The  Ketton  herd  of  Charles 
Colling  became  to  cattle-breeders  what  Bakewell's  Dishley  flock  of 

^lin.  Paulet  of  Wymondham,  in  the  Melton  district  of  Leicestershire,  is 
said  to  have  been  the  first  maker  of  Stilton  cheeses.  She  supplied  them  to 
Cooper  Thomhill,  who  kept  the  Bell  Inn  at  Stilton  (Hunts)  on  the  great 
north  road  from  London  to  Edinburgh,  and  they  became  famous  among  his 
eustomflors,  and  throughout  England.  The  manufacture  of  Stilton  cheeses 
became  an  industry  of  the  district.     Mrs.  Paulet  was  still  living  in  1780. 
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New  Leicesters  were  to  sheep-masters.  It  was  as  necessary  for  a 
saperior  Shorthorn  to  claim  descent  from  GoUing's  bull "  Hnbbaok '' 
as  for  a  race-horse  to  boast  the  blood  of  the  Godolphin  Arabian. 
From  '^  Hubback  "  was  descended  the  famous  Durham  ox,  which 
travelled  through  England  in  a  specially  constructed  carriage  from 
1801  to  1810,  exhibiting  to  the  eyes  of  thousands  of  farmers  a  truer 
standard  of  shape  than  any  their  ancestors  had  conoeivedy  and  con- 
vincing them  by  personal  interviews  of  the  excellence  of  the  improved 
breed.  The  example  was  followed  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 
Other  breeds,  notably  the  Herefords  and  North  Devons,  were 
similarly  improved.  The  formation  of  herds  became  a  favourite 
pursuit  of  wealthy  landlords.  Flora  Maolvor  herself  might  have 
lived  to  see  the  day,  when  coimtry  gentlemen  could  become  breeders 
of  cattle,  without  being  ''boorish  two-legged  steers  like  Killan- 
cureit." 

Bakewell's  success  and  the  rapidly  increasing  demand  for  butcher's 
meat  raised  up  a  host  of  imitators.  Breeders  everywhere  followed 
his  example ;  his  standard  of  excellence  was  gradually  recognised. 
The  foundation  of  the  Smithfield  Club  in  1798  did  much  to  promote 
the  improvement  of  live-stock.  Some  idea  of  the  effect  produced 
may  be  gathered  from  the  average  weights  of  sheep  and  cattle  sold 
at  Smithfield  Market  in  1710  and  in  17d5.  In  1710  the  average 
weights  for  beeves  was  370  lbs.,  for  calves  50  lbs.,  for  sheep  28  lbs., 
for  lambs  18  lbs.  In  1795  beeves  had  risen  in  average  weight  to 
800  lbs.,  calves  to  148  lbs.,  sheep  to  80  lbs.,  lambs  to  50  Ibs.^  This 
enormous  addition  to  the  meat  supply  of  the  country,  was  due 
partly  to  the  efforts  of  agriculturists  like  Tull,  Townshend,  Bake- 
well,  and  others,  partly  to  the  enclosure  of  open-fields  and  com- 
mons which  their  improvements  encouraged.  On  open-fields  and 
commons,  owing  mainly  to  the  scarcity  of  wintw  keep,  the  live- 
stock was  dwarfed  in  size  and  weight.  Even  if  the  number  of 
animals  which  might  be  grazed  on  the  commons  was  regulated  by 
custom,  the  stint  was  often  so  large  that  the  pasture  could  only 
carry  the  smallest  animals.  Where  the  grazing  rights  were 
unlimited,  as  seems  to  have  been  not  unusually  the  case  in  the 
eighteenth  century,  the  herbage  was  necessarily  still  more  im- 
poverished,  and  the  size  of  the  live-stock  more  stunted.     On 

^  Sir  John  Sinclair's  note  for  the  use  of  the  Select  Parlianientaiy  Committee 
appointed  in  1796  to  consider  "the  Waste,  Uninolosed  and  unproduotive 
Lands  of  the  Kingdom."  Appendix  B,  section  1,  pp.  17,  note.  Sir  John  is 
not,  however,  always  a  reliable  witness. 
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endofied  ]And,  on  the  other  hand,  the  mtroduction  of  turnip  and 
clover  husbandry  doubled  the  number  and  weight  of  the  stock  which 
the  land  would  cany,  and  the  early  maturity  of  the  improved  breeds 
enabled  farmers  to  fatten  them  more  expeditiously.  But  one  of 
the  consequences  of  this  change  in  sheep-f amung  was  not  at  first 
foreseen.  The  wool  was  sacrificed  to  the  mutton.  A  large  sheep 
paid  better  than  a  small.  But  as  the  size  of  the  animal  increased, 
its  fleece  grew  heavier,  and  the  staple  longer.  The  supply  of  fine 
fleeces  from  the  light,  poorly-fed,  short-wooled  sheep  of  the  com- 
mons diminished  so  rapidly  that,  before  the  end  of  the  century,  a 
new  classification  of  sheep  was  introduced.  Instead  of  being 
divided  into  long  wools  and  short  wools,  they  were  now  classified 
as  long  wools  and  middle  wools.  Improvements  in  machinery  and 
the  introduction  of  new  fabrics  utilised  the  produce  of  the  heavier 
breeds  of  sheep ;  but,  for  the  better  kinds  of  cloth,  home  manufac- 
turers became  inoieaaingly  dependent  on  foreign  supplies  of  short 
wool,  brought  from  Spain,  Saxony,  and  New  South  Wales.  A 
change  of  fashion  intensified  the  need  of  wool  for  a  finer  quality 
of  cloth  than  could  be  obtained  in  ttus  country.  The  coarser 
fabrics  of  manufacture  from  English  material,  which  had  contented 
our  ancestors,  could  not  retain  their  hold  on  the  home  or  foreign 
markets.  During  the  Napoleonic  wars,  the  full  effect  of  this  change 
in  the  raw  material  of  woollen  manufactures  was  concealed  by  the 
suspension  of  continental  rivalry.  When  peace  was  finally  pro- 
claimed, it  was  at  once  felt.  A  pitched  battle  began  between  the 
manufacturer  and  the  agriculturist;  the  one  demanded  the  free 
import  of  foreign  short  wool,  the  other  the  free  export  of  English 
long  wools,  which  made  better  prices  abroad.  Each  resisted  the 
demand  of  the  other.  Home  manufacturers  opposed  the  free  export 
of  British  long-wools,  because  they  feared  the  competition  of 
foreign  cloth.  British  farmers  opposed  the  free  import  of  foreign 
short  wool,  because  they  dreaded  lest  its  introduction  would  force 
down  the  price  of  their  home  produce.  Finally,  in  1826,  Lord  Liver- 
poors  government  took  off  the  duties  both  on  the  import  and  the 
export  of  the  raw  material.  To  advocates  of  enclosures,  the  last 
agricultural  defence  of  the  open-field  farmer  and  commoner  seemed 
to  be  destroyed,  when  the  removal  of  the  import  duty  deprived  the 
fleeces  of  their  half-starved  sheep  of  all  artificial  advantages  over 
the  finer  and  cheaper  wools  of  foreign  countries. 


CHAPTER  IX.  i 

ARTHUR  YOUNG  AND  THE  DIFFUSION  OF 
KNOWLEDGE.     1760-1800. 

The  oountieB  diatingoished  for  the  best  farming  :  Hertfordshire,  Essex,  Suffolk, 
Norfolk,  Leioeetershire  :  the  low  general  standard  ;  Arthur  Young ;  his 
orosade  against  bad  farming,  and  the  hindranoes  to  progress ;  waste 
land  ;  the  "  Goths  and  Vandals  "  of  open-field  fanners  :  want  of  capital 
and  education ;  insecurity  of  tenure  ;  prejudices  and  traditional  practices ; 
impassable  roads ;  rapid  development  of  manufacture  demands  a  change 
of  agricultural  front :  Young's  advocacy  of  capitalist  landlords  and  large 
tenant-fannenu 

DvBiNG  the  first  three  qaarteiB  of  the  eighteenth  oentiuy  many 
adyancee  had  been  made  in  the  theory,  and  some  in  the  practice,  of 
agriculture.  Alternations  of  crops  and  the  management  of  live- 
stock were  better  understood.  But  progress  was  still  confined  to 
localities,  if  not  to  individuals.  Only  in  such  counties  as  Hertford- 
shire, Essex,  Suffolk,  Norfolk,  and  Leicestershire  was  a  fair  standard 
of  farming  generally  established.  The  superior  enterprise  of  these 
favoured  districts  was  due  to  various  causes,  and  was  displayed  in 
different  directions. 

Without  any  special  fertility  of  soil,  Hertfordshire  had  for  the 
last  hundred  years  enjoyed  the  reputation  of  being  the  best  com 
county  in  England.  To  some  extent  it  owed  its  superiority  to  the 
neighbourhood  of  London.  But  Middlesex,  which  shared  the  same 
advantage,  was  relatively  backward.  In  Hertfordshire  roads  were 
above  the  average.  In  Middlesex  turnpike  roads,  in  spite  of  a 
large  revenue  from  tolls,  are  described  as  "  very  bad.''  On  the 
main  road  from  Tyburn  to  Uxbridge,  in  the  winter  of  1797-8,  there 
was  but  "  one  passable  track,  and  that  was  less  than  six  feet  wide, 
and  was  eight  inches  deep  in  fluid  mud.  All  the  rest  of  the  road 
was  from  a  foot  to  eighteen  inches  deep  in  adhesive  mud."  Hert- 
fordshire, which  had  been  to  a  great  extent  covered  with  forest, 
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oontained,  at  the  cloee  of  the  e^teenth  oentuiy,  few  open-field 
fanns  and  an  inoonaidecable  aiea  of  oommons,  which  weie  pfacti- 
cally  confined  to  the  chalk  districtB  in  the  north  of  the  coimty .  In 
Middlesex,  <m  the  other  hand,  17,000  acrea,  or  one-tenth  of  the 
coimty,  were  commona,  and,  oat  of  23,000  arable  acres,  20,000  were 
cultivated  in  open-field  faima.  The  neighbomhood  of  London 
probably  accoontB  tat  the  predominaiice  of  pasture.  Hertford- 
ahire  had  been,  for  many  years,  an  eadoaed  coimty,  divided  into 
small  estates,  and  small  faims  conveniently  vaiied  in  size.  Unlike 
Middlesex,  it  was  almost  entirety  arable.  Its  {annen  had  at  once 
appreciated  the  value  of  tumips  and  clover,  for  which  the  soQ  waa 
well  adapted.  Both  crops  must  have  been  adopted  within  a  few 
years  after  ihm  fiiat  introduction  into  the  country,  if  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  tradition  that  Oliver  Cromwell  paid  £100  a  year  to  a 
Hertfordshire  farmer  named  Howe  for  their  successful  cultivation.^ 
Other  useful  practices  were  established  at  an  eariy  date.  WiUiam 
Ellis  of  Gaddesden*  (died  1758),  a  HertfordBhire  farmer  whose 
writings  enjoyed  a  short-lived  popularity,  attributed  the  reputa- 
tion of  *'  this  our  cdebrated  county  "  to  four  principal  means  of 
improvement:  '"good  ploughings,  mixing  earths,  dunging  and 
dressing,  resting  the  ground  with  sown  grasses."  The  Hertford- 
shire men  were  clean  farmers.  Their  ploughmen  were  so  cefebrated 
that  the  county  was  ^'  accounted  a  Nursery  for  skill  in  that  Pro- 
fes8i<m."  CSialk  was  largely  used  on  heavy  clays,  and  red  clay  on 
sandy  or  gravdly  sc»ls.  Nor  were  the  advantages  gained  by  neigh- 
bouriiood  to  a  great  dty  neglected.  London  refuse  was  liberally 
bought  and  freely  employed.  Large  quantities  ^'  of  soot,  coney- 
dippings,  Hom-shaving8»  Ragg,  HoofiB-hair,  ashes  "  were  purchased 
from  "  Mr.  Atkina  in  TummSOrStreet  near  Ckrkenwd:'  To  these 
were  added,  when  Walkn*'  wrote  his  report  on  the  county,  bones — 
boiled  or  burned — sheep-trotters,  and  malt-dust.  Qieat  numbers 
of  sheep  were  also  folded,  mostiy  bought  at  Tring  Fair  from  West- 
country  drovers.  But  the  peculiar  practice  of  Hertfordshire 
farmers,  in  which  Ellis  took  the  greatest  pride,  was  the  sowing  of 
tares  on  the  turnip  fallows  as  greoi  fodder  for  horses  in  May. 

^  General  Viev  of  the  AgricuUure  of  HerifordMre,  by  Arthur  Toang  (1804), 

p.  6a. 

>  E.g.  ChOtem  and  Vale  Forming  explained  (1733) ;  The  Modem  Hueband- 
man,  8  vols.  (1760). 

*  Oeneral  View  o/  Ae  AgncuUure  of  ike  Couniy  of  Hertford,  by  D.  Walker 
(1796). 
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Young  (1770)  states  that,  while  in  other  counties  the  land  lay  idle, 
these  crops  fed  five  horses  to  the  acre  for  a  month,  at  2s.  6d.  each  a 
week.  It  was  on  these  crops  that  Hertfordshire  farmers  reared  the 
horses  which  they  bought  as  two-year-olds  in  Leicestershire.  Tet 
at  the  beginning  of  the  nineteenth  century  the  example  had  been 
rarely  followed  in  other  counties. 

Suffolk  and  Essex  also  afforded  good  examples  of  the  best  English 
farming  as  it  was  practised  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century. 
Both  counties  had,  as  a  whole,  been  enclosed  for  many  years.  Only 
on  the  poor  and  chalky  soil  of  the  north-western  district  had  open- 
fields  held  their  own.  As  early  as  1618,^  East  Suffolk  and  Mid 
Suffolk  were  enclosed,  and  only  '^  the  westeme  parts  ether  wholly 
champion  or  neer."  In  both  counties  yeomanry  abounded,  and 
in  Essex  the  class  was  in  1807  still  increasing.  "'  For  twenty 
or  thirty  years  past  scarcely  an  estate  is  sold,  i£  divided  into 
lots  of  forty  or  fifty  to  two  or  three  hundred  a  year  but  is  purchased 
by  farmers."*  Both  counties  were  centres  of  manufacturing 
industries,  and  in  addition  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  access  to  a 
great  market.  Suffolk  supplied  London  with  butter,  Essex  with 
calves,  for  which  it  had  been  famous  in  the  seventeenth  century. 
In  both  counties  large  quantities  of  manure  were  now  used  on  the 
land.  Farmers  were  not  always  so  energetic.  Under  a  lease  of 
1753  a  tenant  of  the  Suffolk  manor  of  Hawsted  was  allowed  two 
shillings  for  every  load  of  manure  which  he  brought  from  Bury  and 
laid  on  the  land.  In  a  tenancy  of  twenty-one  years  only  one  load 
was  charged  to  the  landlord.  Sixty  years  later,  agriculturists  had 
become  more  energetic.  On  the  light  sands  of  East  Suffolk,  marl 
and  a  calcareous  shelly  mixture  of  phosphates  called  "  crag  "  were 
freely  employed  as  fertilisers.  Chalk  from  the  Kentish  quarries 
for  use  on  the  clays,  as  well  as  London  refuse,  were  purchased  by 
Essex  farmers,  conveyed  by  sea  up  the  estuaries,  and  thence  dis- 
tributed in  the  county.  Ptobably  this  traflSc  partly  explains  the 
condition  of  the  Essex  roads,  which  were  as  bad  as  the  Suffolk 
highways  were  good.  In  both  cotmties  hollow  drainage  was 
practised  earlier  than  elsewhere.  The  drains  were  wedge-shaped, 
filled  with  branches,  twisted  straw,  or  stone,  and  covered  in  with 
earth.    Bradley  '  speaks  of  the  '*  Essex  practice  "  of  making  drains 

1  Breviary  of  Suffolk,  by  Robert  Reyce,  1618,  edited  by  Lord  F.  Hervey,  1902. 

*  North-East  Essex,  by  Arthur  Toong  (1807),  voL  i.  p.  40. 

*  Oompleie  Body  of  Husbandry  (1727),  p.  133-4. 
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two  feet  deep,  at  close  and  regular  intenrals  throughoat  a  whole 
field,  filled  with  rabble  or  bushes,  and  he  derives  the  term  "  thorough- 
drainage  "  from  an  Essex  word  '*  thorow,"  meaning  a  trench  to 
carry  off  the  water.  Ploughing  was  in  both  counties  economically 
conducted.  The  Suffolk  swing-plough,  drawn  by  two  horses,  was 
the  common  implement.  Oxen  were  seldom  used  :  "  no  groaning 
ox  is  doomed  to  labour  there  "  is  the  evidence  of  Bloomfield. 
Turnips  and  clover  were  firmly  established  as  arable  crops.  Suffolk 
had  been  for  two  centuries  famous  for  its  field  cultivation  of  carrots. 
Cabbages  were  a  later  introduction,  but  extensively  grown.  Hemp 
was  cultivated  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Beccles,  and  hops  flourished 
round  Saxmundham.  In  Essex  a  pecuUar  crop,  grown,  generally 
together,  on  the  same  land  for  three  years  in  succession,  consisted 
of  caraway,  coriander,  and  teazels.  The  teazels  were  bought  by 
woollen  manufacturers,  and  fixed  in  a  revolving  cylinder  to  catch 
the  surface  of  bays,  says,  etc.,  and  so  raise  the  nap  of  cloth  to  the 
required  length.  Suffolk  was  also  famous  for  its  live-stock.  The 
Suffolk  Punch  was  a  short  compact  horse  of  about  fifteen  hands 
high,  properly  of  a  sorrel  colour,  unrivalled  in  its  power  of  draught, 
though,  as  Cullum  wrote  in  1790,  *'  not  made  to  indulge  the  rapid 
impatience  of  this  posting  generation.'*  In  the  dairy  the  ^*  milch 
kine ''  of  Suffolk  are  said  by  Beyce  (1618)  to  be  as  good  as  in  any 
other  county,  and  he  notes  the  beauty  of  their  horns.  In  later 
times  the  Suffolk  Bun  was  renowned  for  the  quantity  of  her  milk. 
Suffolk  cheese,  however,  had  an  evil  reputation.  It  was  '*  so  hard 
that  pigs  grunt  at  it,  dogs  bark  at  it,  but  none  dare  bite  it."  The 
mystery  of  its  interior  inspired  Bloomfield  to  sing  of  the  substance, 

which 

"  Modes  the  weak  effort  of  the  bending  blade, 
Or  in  the  hog-trough  rests  in  perfect  spite. 
Too  big  to  swallow  and  too  hard  to  bite.*' 

As  the  eighteenth  century  drew  to  a  close,  it  was  to  Norfolk  and 
to  Leicestershire  that  men  had  begun  to  look  for  the  best  examples 
of  arable  and  pasture  farming.  In  both  counties  progress  had  been 
largely  due  to  the  character  of  the  farmers,  and  in  Norfolk  to  the 
alertness  and  industry  of  the  labourers.  In  Norfolk,  Marshall 
(1787)  says  that  farmers  were  '^  strongly  marked  by  a  liberality  of 
thinking,"  that  they  were  men  who  had  ''  mixed  with  what  is  called 
the  World,  of  which  their  leases  render  them  independent  .  .  . 
occupying  the  same  position  in  society  as  the  clergy  and  smaller 
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squires."  Many  of  them  had  prospered  enough  to  buy  their 
holdings,  and  to  add  to  them  ''  numerous  small  estates  of  the 
yeomanry."  Nor  is  this  surprising  in  view  of  the  productiveness 
of  their  land  under  the  Norfolk  s3rBtem  of  husbandry.  At  the  end 
of  the  eighteenth  century  the  average  annual  number  of  live-stock 
sent  from  the  county  to  Smithfield  was  20,000  cattle  and  30,000 
sheep.  It  was  also  stated  in  1795,  that  as  much  com  was  exported 
from  the  four  Norfolk  ports  of  Yarmouth,  Lynn,  Wells,  and  Blake- 
ney,  as  was  sent  abroad  from  the  whole  of  the  rest  of  England.  In 
Leicestershire,  again,  "  yeomanry  of  the  higher  class  "  abounded. 
''  Men  cultivating  their  own  estates  of  two,  three,  four  or  five 
hundreds  a  year  are  thickly  scattered  over  almost  every  part  of 
the  country  " ;  they  had  ''  travelled  much  and  mixed  constandy 
with  one  another."  In  both  Leicestershire  and  Norfolk  the  special 
branches  of  farming  which  were  generally  followed  brought  agri- 
culturists into  contact  with  their  rivals,  compelled  them  to  be 
wide-awake,  and  sharpened  their  intelligence.  Both  were  occupied 
in  fattening  stock  for  town  markets,  the  Leicestershire  men  on 
pasture  breeding  their  own  stock,  the  Norfolk  farmers  on  arable 
land  buying  their  cattle  from  Scottish  drovers.  In  one  important 
respect  there  was  a  wide  difference  in  their  development.  In  Nor- 
folk, great  landowners,  like  Lord  Townshend  and,  later,  Coke  of 
Norfolk,  took  the  lead  in  improvement,  tested  for  the  benefit  of 
their  tenants  the  value  of  the  new  arable  methods,  encouraged  them 
by  long  leases  to  follow  their  example,  and  by  high  rents  made 
imitation  compulsory.  In  Leicestershire,  on  the  other  hand,  large 
kmdlords  were  few  and  had  given  no  lead  ;  the  example  was  set  by 
large  tenant-farmers  or  substantial  yeomen. 

Other  counties  had  adopted  other  useful  practices  which  had 
scarcely  spread  beyond  their  borders.  Thus  Lancashire  excelled 
in  the  cultivation  of  potatoes ;  Middlesex  was  celebrated  for  the 
art  and  practice  of  haymaking ;  Wiltshire  for  the  irrigation  and 
treatment  of  water-meadows ;  Cheshire  for  its  management  of 
dairy  produce ;  Yorkshire  farmers  round  ShefBield  had  tested  the 
value  of  bone-dust,  many  years  before  the  value  of  the  manure 
was  known  in  other  districts.  But  there  is  some  evidence  that 
other  counties  had  rather  fallen  back  than  advanced.  This  is 
especially  true  of  Cambridgeshire,  which  enjoyed  the  reputation  of 
being  the  worst  cultivated  county  in  England.  It  will  probably  be 
true  to  say  that  the  country  as  a  whole  had  made  no  general  advance 
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on  the  agrioultiiie  of  the  thirteenth  centiuy.  The  stagiiAtion  was 
mainly  due  to  the  pieyalence  of  wastes,  the  system  of  open-field 
fanning,  the  risk  of  loss  of  capital  in  improvements  made  nnder 
tmancies-at-will,  the  poverty  and  ignoranoe  of  hand-to-moath 
fanners,  the  obstinaoy  of  traditionaiy  practioes,  the  want  of  mar- 
kets, and  difficnlties  of  commonioation.  Till  tihese  obstacles  were 
to  some  extent  ovoroome,  agricultural  progress  conld  not  become 
general  It  is  with  the  removal  of  these  hindrances  that  the  name 
of  Arthur  Tonng  is  inseparably  connected. 

Bom  in  London  in  1741,  Arthur  Toung  was  the  younger  son  of 
the  Rev.  Arthur  Toung,  who  owned  a  small  estate  of  200  acres  at 
Bradfield  in  Suffolk.  From  his  father  he  inherited  his  literary 
tastes,  a  habit  of  negligence  in  money  matters,  and  ultimately  a 
landed  property.  Out  of  Lavmham  SchcMl  he  passed,  at  the  age 
of  seventeen,  into  a  wine  merchant's  office  at  Lynn.  A  youthful 
fop  and  gallant,  he  there  began  his  literary  career  in  order  to  pay 
for  books  and  clothes.  Before  he  was  nineteen,  he  had  published 
four  novels  and  two  political  pamphlets.  On  his  fathw's  death  in 
1759,  he  abandoned  trade  for  literature,  and  Lynn  for  London, 
where  he  launched  a  monthly  magazine  called  The  Universal 
Museum^  wiiich  only  ran  for  six  months.  The  venture  was  unpro- 
fitable. Without  profession  or  employment,  he  drifted  back,  in 
17d3,  to  his  mother's  home  at  Bradfield,  married,  and  settled  down 
to  fanning  as  a  business.  As  a  XMractical  farmer  he  failed,  and  the 
impression  left  by  his  writingi  is  that  he  always  would  have  done 
so.  On  three  farms,  which  he  took  in  rapid  succession,  he  lost 
money.  Meanwhile  he  was  succeeding  better  as  a  writer.  Books 
and  pamphlets  flowed  from  his  pen  with  prodigious  rapidity,  and 
his  income  was  considerable.  In  1767  he  began  those  fanning 
tours,  in  the  course  of  which  he  drew  his  graphic  sketches  of  rural 
England,  Irelemd,  and  France.^  His  careless  ease  of  style,  his  racy 
forcible  En^^h,  his  gift  of  happy  phrases^  his  quick  observation, 
his  wealth  of  miscellaneous  detail,  make  him  the  first  of  English 
agricultural  writers.    Apart  from  the  value  of  the  facts  which  they 

* 

1 A  8i9  Wedu'  Tour  through  the  Southern  Cou$Uie§  of  BwgUimd  and  WaUa 
(1768) ;  A  SicB  MonOu'  Tour  through  the  North  of  Engkmd  (1770),  4  vols. ; 
The  Farmer'9  Tour  through  the  Baet  of  Enf^and  (1771),  4  vols. ;  Tour  4n 
Irekmd^  1776-7-8  (1780),  2  vob. ;  TrwoOe  during  the  Yeare  1787,  '88,  '89  and 
1790,  undertaken  more  Partieuiariif  with  a  friew  of  aeeertammg  the  CuMvation, 
WeaUh^  Beeourees,  and  NaUonal  Proaperity  of  the  Kingdom  of  France  (1792-4), 
2  voIb. 
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contain,  his  tours,  with  their  fresh  word-pictures,  their  gossip,  their 
personal  incidents,  and  even  their  irrelevancies,  have  the  charm 
of  private  diaries.  His  Ireland  was  described  by  Maria  Edgeworth 
as  "  the  first  faithful  portrait  of  the  inhabitants,"  and  his  France 
was  recognised  by  Tocqueville  as  a  first-hand  authority  on  the  rural 
conditions  of  the  country  on  the  eve  of  the  Revolution.  In  1784 
he  b^gan  his  Annals  of  AgricuUuret  a  monthly  publication  to  which 
George  m.,  under  the  name  of  his  shepherd  at  Windsor,  *'  Ralph 
Robinson,"  occasionally  contributed.  The  magazine  was  con- 
tinued till  1809,  when,  owing  to  failing  eyesight.  Young  discon- 
tinued its  publication.  He  had  written  more  than  a  quarter  of 
the  forty-six  volumes  himself. 

Young  had  now  succeeded,  on  the  death  of  his  mother  in  1785, 
to  the  Bradfield  estate,  his  elder  brother  having  broken  his  neck 
in  the  hunting-field.  His  Travels  in  France  show  that  he  sym- 
pathised with  the  peasants  in  their  early  efforts  to  free  themselves 
from  the  ancien  rdffime.  But  the  subsequent  course  of  the  Revolu- 
tion filled  him  with  horror.  In  1793,  he  wrote  an  effective 
pamphlet  on  The  Example  of  France  a  Warning  to  Chreat  Britain, 
urged  the  formation  of  a  "  militia  of  property,"  and  himself  joined 
the  Suffolk  yeomanry.  In  the  same  year  Pitt  established  the  Board 
of  Agriculture,  with  Sir  John  Sinclair  as  President.  Arthur  Young 
was  appointed  Secretary  with  a  salary  of  £400  a  year  and,  later, 
an  ofGLcial  residence  in  Saokville  Street,  London.  One  of  the  first 
objects  of  the  Board  was  to  collect  information  respecting  the 
agricultural  conditions  of  each  county.  For  this  purpose  Com- 
missioners were  appointed.  They  were  not  always  wisely  selected ; 
but  for  this  choice,  against  which  Young  protested,  the  President 
was  responsible.  Their  Reports  were  severely  criticised  by  William 
Maishall  ^  (1745-1818),  an  embittered,  disappointed  man,  who  had 

^  Marahftire  General  Survey  .  .  ,  of  the  Rural  Economy  of  Eng^amd  has  been 
lieqaeQtly  quoted.  His  valuable  reoorda  fill  twelve  volumes  published 
between  1787  and  1798,  two  volumes  being  allotted  to  each  of  the  six  depart- 
ments into  which  he  divides  the  country  :  (1)  the  Eastern  :  Norfolk,  2  vols. 
(1787) ;  (2)  the  Northern  :  Yorhahi/re,  2  vols.  (1788) ;  (3)  the  West  Central : 
GlaueeiiereMre,  North  Wilie,  and  Herefordalwre,  t  vols.  (1789) ;  (4)  the  ICid- 
land  :  Xeieealer^Affe,  etc.,  2  vok.  (1790) ;  (5)  the  Western :  Df^HmMre  and 
parts  of  Somereetshire,  Doreeiahire,  and  OomwaU,  2  vols.  (1796) ;  (6)  the 
Southern :  Kent,  Surrey,  Sussex  and  HampeMre,  2  vols.  (1798).  Of  the  first 
ten  volumes  a  second  edition  was  published  in  1796.  A  second  edition  of  the 
Southern  volumes  was  published  in  1799,  with  the  prefix  of  a  sketch  of  the 
Vale  of  London. 

Manhall  has  none  of  the  charm  of  Toung.     He  is  a  heavy,  didactic  writer. 
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himself  oiiginaDy  suggested  the  establishment  of  the  Board  and 
the  compilation  of  the  surveys.  Bat,  with  all  their  faults,  the 
reporters  ooUeoted  a  mass  of  valuable  information  on  the  state  of 
farming  from  1793  to  1813.  Six  of  the  surveys  were  by  Young 
himself,^  and  his  Bqi>ari  on  Oxfordshire  was  almost  his  last  literary 
work. 

Toung  was  a  man  of  strong  prejudices.  He  was  also  wanting  in 
power  of  generalisation.  But  he  worked  untiringly  for  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  progress  of  good  farming.  On  this  object  were 
concentrated  the  chief  labours  of  his  life— his  enquiries,  experi- 
ments, researches,  his  collections  of  statistics,  his  notes  of  useful 
practices,  his  observations  on  new  methods.  His  eager  face,  with 
its  keen  eyes  and  aquiline  features,  expressed  the  vivacity  of  his 
temperament,  just  as  his  tall  slender  figure  indicated  the  restless 
activity  of  his  body.  A  gay  and  charming  companion,  his  enthusi- 
asms were  infectious.  He  was  the  soul  and  inspiration  of  the 
progressive  movement.  To  him,  more  than  to  any  other  individual, 
were  due  the  dissemination  of  new  ideas  on  farming,  the  diffusion 
of  the  latest  results  of  observation  and  experiment,  the  creation 
of  new  agencies  for  the  interchange  of  experiences,  the  establish- 
ment of  farmers'  clubs,  ploughing  matches,  and  agricidtural  societies 
and  shows.  His  married  life  was  not  happy ;  but  his  wife  was  not 
entirely  to  blame.  An  affectionate  father,  his  whole  heart  was 
given  to  his  youngest  daughter  (Martha  Ann,  bom  1783,  died  1797) 
nicknamed  '' Bobbin."  Versailles  did  not  afford  him  so  much 
pleasure  as  giving  to  the  child  a  French  doll.  Her  death  broke 
down  his  health  and  spirits.  Orief  deepened  into  religious  melan- 
choly. His  gloom  was  intensified  by  failing  eyesight.  In  1811  he 
became  totally  blind.    Nine  years  later  (1820),  he  died  in  London. 

When  Young  began  to  write  on  agriculture,  vast  districts,  which 
might  have  been  profitably  cultivated,  still  lay  waste.  Of  the 
area  already  under  tillage,  a  large  proportion  lay  in  open-fields. 

But  hiB  Byatem  is  better ;  hiB  generalisations  are  more  oonclusive,  and  leas 
oontradiotory ;  his  faote  are  better  arranged  ;  he  was,  also,  a  better  farmer.  A 
sealons  ooUector  of  '*  provincialiams  *'  of  speech,  he  gives  lists  of  the  looal 
words  whioh  he  found  in  use  in  the  Northern,  Midland,  and  West  Central 
departments,  and  appends  them,  with  a  glossary,  to  the  volumes  to  whioh  they 
relate.  Besides  the  Rural  Eeonomyf  he  publiished  numerous  other  works, 
chiefly  on  agriculture. 

^  Young  wrote  the  OenercU  View  of  the  AffrioUUure  of  the  Oouniy  of  Suffolk 
(1797),  County  of  Lincoln  (1799),  of  Hertfordshire  (1804),  of  Norfolk  (1804), 
of  Eeeex,  2  vols.  (1807) ;   of  Oxfordehire  (1809). 
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Under  this  system,  whatever  might  be  the  differenoes  or  capacities 
of  the  soil,  the  whole  of  the  land,  with  rare  exceptions,  was  placed 
under  the  same  unvarying  rotation.  It  was  this  inability  to  put 
land  to  its  best  use  which  especially  roused  Young's  indignation. 
When  he  made  his  Eastern  Tour  in  1770,  he  found  nearly  all  the 
Vale  of  Aylesbury  cultivated  in  arable  open-fields,  lying  in  broad, 
high,  crooked  ridges.  The  course  of  cropping  was  (1)  Fallow^ 
(2)  Wheat  or  Barley,  (3)  Beans.  The  land  was  ploughed  from  two 
to  four  inches  deep,  and  five  horses  were  used  to  each  plough. 
Beans  were  sown  broadcast,  and  never  hoed.  Drainage  was  badly 
needed,  for  the  ridge  system  had  failed.  But  the  lands  were  so 
intermixed  that  any  other  system  was  difficult,  if  not  impossible. 
Even  in  June,  only  the  tops  of  the  ridges  were  dry,  and,  in  the 
winter,  most  of  the  land,  crops  and  all,  were  soaked  with  water. 
As  a  result,  the  products  were  as  bad  as  the  land  was  good.  The 
Vale  of  Aylesbury  farmers,  whom  ElUs  (1733)  describes  as  ''  one 
of  the  most  obstinate  bigotted  sort,"  '*  reap  bushels  where  they 
should  reap  quarters."  Both  in  Buckinghamshire  and  in  Northamp- 
tonshire, the  cow-dung  was  collected  from  the  fields,  mixed  with 
short  straw,  kneaded  into  lumps,  daubed  on  the  walls  of  buildings, 
and,  when  dry,  used  as  fuel.  ''  There  cannot,"  says  Young,  "'  be 
such  an  application  of  manure  anywhere  but  among  the  Hotten- 
tots." 1  Naseby  Field  in  1770  consisted  of  6000  acres,  all  cultivated 
on  the  open-field  system,  on  the  same  course  of  cropping  which 
Young  found  established  on  village  farms  from  the  Vale  of  Ayles- 
bury to  the  north  of  Derbyshire.  Bound  the  mud-built  village  lay 
a  few  pasture  enclosures.  The  three  arable  fields  were  crossed  and 
re-crossed  by  paths  to  the  different  holdings,  filled  with  a  cavernous 
depth  of  mire ;  the  pastures  were  in  a  state  of  nature,  overrun 
with  nettles,  furze,  and  rushes.  The  farm-houses  and  buildings, 
all  collected  in  the  village,  were  two  miles  distant  from  a  great  part 
of  the  fields.  When  Young  visited  the  village  again  in  1785,  he 
found  that  the  land  in  tillage  for  spring  com  was  ''  perfectly  matted 
with  couch."  Marshall,  a  less  prejudiced  observer  than  Young, 
visited  the  Vale  of  Gloucester  in  1789.  There  he  found  half  the 
arable  land  unenclosed.  Near  Gloucester,  and  in  other  parts  of 
the  district,  there  were  extensive  tracts  of  land,  called  "  Every 

^It  was  no  unoommon  practice.  Edward  Laurence  suggeste  (1727)  t<hat 
''  Cow-dung  not  to  be  burnt  for  fuel  **  should  be  inserted  as  a  restrictive 
covenant  in  all  leases.  He  mentions  Yorkshire  and  Lincolnshire  as  counties 
where  dung  was  frequently  used  as  fuel. 
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Year's  Land/'  which  were  cropped  year  alter  year  withoat  any 
f aUows.  Only  the  cleaneBt  fanning  could  have  made  such  a  system 
produotiye.  Bnt  here  Marshall  found  beans  hidden  among  mostard 
growing  wild  as  a  weed ;  peas  choked  by  poppies  and  com  mari- 
golds ;  every  stem  of  barley  fettered  with  convolyulos ;  wheat 
pining  in  thickets  of  conch  and  thistle.  It  is  not  surprising  that 
the  yield  of  wheat  was  anything  from  18  bushels  an  acre  down  to 
12  or  8  bushels. 

Other  instances  might  be  quoted  to  show  the  general  condition 
of  open-field  farms.  But  the  system  had  its  champions,  even 
among  practical  agriculturists,  especially  if  they  were  flock-masters. 
It  cannot,  therefore,  always  have  been  characterised  by  the  worst 
farming.  No  doubt  lower  depths  might  be  reached.  If  severalty 
made  a  good  fanner  better,  it  also  made  a  bad  farmer  worse.  Nor 
was  the  system  altogether  incapable  of  improvement.  Here  and 
there  Young  or  Marshall  alludes  to  some  useful  practice  adopted 
on  village  farms.  For  instance.  Young  speaks  of  the  drainage  of 
common  pastures  by  very  large  ploughs  belonging  to  the  parish, 
cutting  16  inches  in  depth  and  the  same  in  width,  drawn  by  12 
horses ;  of  the  introduction  of  clover  by  common  consent  into  the 
rotation  of  crops,  or  of  the  adoption  of  a  fourth  course  instead  of 
the  old  two'^  or  three-shift  system.  So  also  Marshall  notes  the 
open-field  practice  of  dibbing  and  hoeing  beans  in  Gloucestershire, 
where  beans  commanded  a  ready  market  among  the  Guinea  traders 
of  Bristol  as  food  for  negro  slaves  on  the  voyage  from  the  African 
coast  to  the  West  Indies.  But,  speaking  generally,  any  rotation 
of  crops  in  which  roots  formed  an  element  was  with  difficulty 
introduced  on  arable  land  which  was  pastured  in  common  during 
the  autumn  and  winter  months ;  drainage  was  impracticable  on 
the  intermixed  lands  of  viUage  farms ;  among  the;underfed,  under- 
sized, and  underbred  flocks  and  herds  of  the  commons  the  principles 
of  Bakewell  could  not  be  followed.  That  open-field  farmers  were 
impervious  to  new  methods  is  certain.  '^  You  might,"  says  Young, 
*'  as  well  recommend  to  them  an  Orrery  as  a  hand-hoe."  That  they 
had  not  the  capital  to  carry  out  costly  improvements  is  also  obvious. 
They  could  not  bring  into  cultivation  the  sands  of  Norfolk,  the 
wolds  of  Lincolnshire,  or  the  ling-covered  Peak  of  Derbyshire. 
From  a  purely  agricultural  point  of  view  Young's  intemperate 
crusade  against  village  farms  was  justified,  and  he  had  reason  on 
his  side  when  he  said  that  '^  the  Goths  and  Vandals  of  open-field 
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fanners  must  die  out  before  any  complete  change  takes  place." 
To  some  extent  the  same  arguments  applied  to  small  farmers 
occupying  their  holdings  in  severalty.  '^  Poverty  and  ignorance/' 
BAjB  Marshall,  speaking  of  the  Vale  of  Pickering  in  1787,  ''  are  die 
ordinary  inhabitants  of  small  farms ;  even  the  smaller  estates  of 
the  yeomanry  are  notorious  for  bad  management."  It  was  on  the 
larger  farms  that  he  found  the  spirit  of  improvement  and  the  best 
practice.  In  Gloucestershire  (1789)  he  looked  to  the  ''few  men 
of  superior  intelligence  "  to  raise  the  standard  of  the  profession. 
Nor  did  enclosures  necessarily  mean  an  improvement  of  methods. 
In  Derbyshire,  at  the  time  of  Young's  tour  in  1770,  many  farmers 
on  new  enclosures  pursued  the  same  course  of  cropping  to  which 
they  had  been  restricted  by  the  *'  field  constraint "  of  village  farms. 
Sometimes  the  kmdlord,  and  not  the  tenant,  was  the  Vandal  or  the 
Goth.  Thus  in  Cambridgeshire  farmers  on  freshly  enclosed  land 
were  bound  by  their  leases  to  continue  the  old  course  of  fallow, 
com,  and  beans. 

Even  when  a  tenant-farmer  possessed  both  enterprise  and  capital, 
the  method  of  land-tenure  discouraged  improvement.  Without 
some  security  for  his  outlay,  no  tenant  could  venture  to  spend 
money  on  his  land.  At  the  same  time  he  was  often  expected  to 
make  improvements  which  now  are  considered  the  duty  of  a  kmd- 
lord  and  parts  of  the  necessary  equipment  of  a  farm.  Yet  the 
commonest  forms  of  tenure  were  lettings  from  year  to  year,  voidable 
on  either  side,  as  they  then  were,  at  six  months'  notice.  In  the 
eastern  counties  leases  for  terms  of  years,  with  covenants  for 
management,  were  in  the  last  half  of  the  century  becoming  a  usual 
form  of  letting.  But  elsewhere  long  leases  were  regarded  with 
justifiable  suspicion  by  both  parties.  Tenants  objected  to  them, 
because  they  bound  them  to  take  land  for  a  long  period  before  they 
knew  what  the  kmd  would  do,  and  to  make  fixed  annual  payments 
based  on  current  prices  which  might  not  be  maintained.  Land- 
lords also  objected  to  them,  because  they  deprived  owners  of  the 
advantages  of  a  rise  in  prices,  and  ''  told  the  farmer  when  he  might 
begin  systematically  to  exhaust  the  land."  Where  a  good  under- 
standing existed  between  landlords  and  tenants,  leases  were  not 
indispensable.  Land  was  often  fanned  on  verbal  agreements. 
Ordinary  tenancies-at-will  secured  Berkshire  and  Nottinghamshire 
farmers  in  their  holdings  from  generation  to  generation.  Under  the 
same  tenancy,  on  the  Duke  of  Devonshire's  estates  in  Derbyshire^ 
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tenantB  even  carried  out  costly  and  permanent  improyements. 
Often,  however,  the  uncertainty  of  this  form  of  tenure  checked 
enterprise ;  because  of  it,  also,  tenants  fell  into  the  routine  of  the 
district  and  plodded  along  in  the  beaten  track  trodden  by  their 
ancestors.  Sometimes  the  uncertainty  was  a  real  insecurity. 
Thus,  in  Yorkshire,  in  1787,  Marshall  notices  that  confidence 
between  landlord  and  tenant  had  been  destroyed  by  successive 
rises  in  rents.  "  Good  farming  ceased,  for  fear  the  fields  should 
look  green  and  the  rent  be  raised."  Local  rhymes  expressed  the 
popular  belief  that  he  ''  that  havocs  may  sit,"  while  the  improving 
tenant  must  either  pay  increased  rent  or  **  flit."  Leasee  for  lives 
were  common,  especially  in  the  south-western  counties.  They 
gave  a  fixity  of  tenure ;  but  they  were  necessarily,  both  for  tenant 
and  landlord,  somewhat  of  a  gambling  speculation.  Fourteen 
years'  purchase  of  the  rental  value  was  the  usual  price  for  a  lease 
of  three  lives.  The  initial  outlay  crippled  the  first  tenant,  and,, 
only  if  the  lives  proved  good,  was  the  purchase  remunerative.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  hmdlord  was  Qften  obliged,  as  the  third  life 
drew  towards  its  close,  to  put  himself  in  as  sub-tenant  to  save  his 
land  from  exhaustion  and  his  buildings  from  ruin.  Leases  for  very 
short  terms  were  not  infrequent.  On  open-field  farms  in  Bedford- 
shire and  Huntingdon  the  term  was  three  years,  in  Durham  six 
years,  corresponding  to  the  completion  of  one  or  two  courses  of  the 
ordinary  three-shift  routine.  But  in  the  last  twenty  years  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  leases  for  7,  14,  and  21  years  became  more 
common.  Even  longer  terms  were  often  granted,  as  the  enthusi- 
asm for  improvement  extended.  Tenants  under  long  leases  throve 
on  rents  fixed  before  the  high  prices  during  the  Napoleonic  war ; 
but  after  1813  the  position  was  disastrously  reversed.  Prudent 
men  had  taken  their  money  out.  The  sufferers  were  new  men, 
who  had  enjoyed  none  of  the  advantages  of  the  system  ;  they  were 
its  victims,  never  its  beneficiaries.  Two  of  the  difficulties  by  which 
the  tenure  is  embarrassed  were  already  becoming  important,  if  not 
burning,  questions — ^the  compensation  for  unexhausted  improve* 
ments,  and  the  covenants  imposed  by  landlords.  Some  of  the 
restrictions  imposed  by  leases  were  a  bar  to  progress.  Leicester- 
shire graziers,  for  example,  were  crippled  by  the  absolute  prohibi- 
tion of  arable  farming ;  they  were  forced  either  to  sell  off  their 
stock  at  Michaelmas  when  it  was  cheapest,  or  to  buy  winter-keep 
from  Hertfordshire.    On  the  other  hand,  covenants  of  a  reasonable 
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nataie  proved  invaluable  in  lifting  the  standard  of  a  stationary 
agricnltoie,  and  raising  farming  to  a  higher  level. 

Other  formidable  obstacles  to  progress  lay  in  the  mass  of  local 
prejudices  and  the  obstinate  adherence  to  antiquated  methods. 
All  over  the  country  there  were  men  like  the  ''  round-frocked  " 
farmers  of  Surrey,  who  prided  themselves  on  preserving  the  prac- 
tices and  dress  of  their  forefathers,  men  of  '^  inflexible  honesty," 
enemies  equally  to  **  improvements  in  agriculture  "  and  to  the 
commercial  moratity  of  a  new  generation.  Reforming  agriculturists 
no  doubt  were  too  ready  to  ignore  the  solid  basis  of  sound  sense 
and  experience  which  often  underlay  practices  that  in  theory  were 
objectionable.  In  their  excuse  it  may  be  urged  that  their  patience 
was  sorely  tried.  Traditional  methods  were  treasured  with  jealous 
care  as  agricultural  heirlooms  ;  even  ocular  proof  of  the  superiority 
of  other  systems  failed  to  wean  farmers  from  the  routine  of  their 
ancestors.  In  1768  turnips  and  clover  were  still  unknown  in  many 
parts  of  the  country ;  and  their  full  use  only  appreciated  in  the 
eastern  counties.  In  some  districts,  as  in  Essex  (1808),  clover  had 
been  adopted  with  such  zeal  that  the  land  was  already  turning 
sick ;  in  others  it  was  scarcely  tried.  In  Westmoreland,  for 
instance,  in  1794,  ""  the  prejudice  that  exists  almost  universally 
against  clover  and  rye-grass  "  was  said  to  be  "  a  great  obstacle  to 
the  improvement  of  the  husbandry  of  the  county."  In  Cumber- 
land, where  clover  had  been  introduced  in  1752,  it  was  still  rare  in 
1797.  Turnips  remained,  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
an  '*  alien  crop  "  in  many  counties,  such  as  Wiltshire,  Dorsetshire, 
Hampshire,  Staffordshire,  Herefordshire,  Shropshire,  Glamorgan- 
shire, and  Worcestershire.  Even  where  they  were  grown,  ibey 
were  generally  sown  broadcast,  and  seldom  hoed.  In  1780  a 
Norfolk  farmer  settled  in  Devonshire,  where  he  drilled  and  hoed  his 
roots.  His  crops  were  far  superior  to  those  of  other  farmers  in  the 
district ;  yet,  at  the  close  of  the  century,  no  neighbour  had  followed 
his  example.  In  1794  many  Northumberland  sheep-masters  stall 
milked  their  ewes,  though  the  more  intelligent  had  discontinued 
the  practice.  Another  illustration  of  the  tyranny  of  custom  may 
be  taken  from  ploughing.  In  many  districts  the  Norfolk,  Bother- 
ham,  or  Small's  ploughs  had  been  iutroduced  at  a  great  economy 
of  cost.  But  elsewhere  farmers  still  clung  to  some  ancestral  imple- 
ment. In  Kent,  at  the  time  of  Cromwell,  it  was  not  unusual  to  see 
six,  eight,  or  twelve  oxen  attached  to  a  single  plough.    On  the 
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dry  land  of  East  Kent,  cm  stony  land,  on  rough  hiU-aides,  the 
implement  nndoabtedly  had,  and  has,  its  oses.  But  cm  all  soils 
alike,  a  oentoiy  and  a  half  later,  the  same  huge  machine,  l(x>king 
at  a  distance  mcwe  like  a  cart  than  a  plough,  with  a  beam  the  size 
of  a  gate-post,  remained  the  idol  of  the  men  of  Kent.  In  Middlesex, 
in  1796,  it  was  no  nnocmmicm  si^t  to  see  ploughs  drawn  by  six 
horses,  with  three  men  in  attendance.  In  Berkshire  (17M),  four 
horses  and  two  men  {rion^ied  one  acre  a  day.  In  Northampton- 
shire DonaUscm  (17M)  fcHmd  in  general  ose  a  clnmsy  implement, 
with  a  kmg  maaaiTe  beam,  drawn  by  four  to  six  horses  at  kngth, 
with  a  boy  to  lead  and  a  man  to  hold.  By  immemorial  costcmi  in 
Glouc^estenhire  two  men,  a  boy,  and  a  team  of  six  hocses  were 
nsaally  employed  in  plong^iing.  Coke  of  Ncnfolk  sent  into  the 
connty  a  Norfolk  ploog^  and  plcMighman,  who,  with  a  pair  of  horses, 
did  the  same  work  in  the  same  time.  Bnt  though  the  annual  cost 
of  the  operation  was  thns  diminished  by  a  half,  it  was  twenty 
years  before  the  neig^iboarB  profited  by  the  lesson. 

The  backwardness  of  many  agricnltaral  comities  was  to  seme 
extent  doe  to  difficulties  of  ocmmianication.  By  the  oreation  of 
Turnpike  Trusts  (1663  and  onwards)  portions  of  the  great  high- 
ways were  placed  in  repair.^  Tet  in  the  ej^teen  miles  cyf  turnpike 
road  between  Pkestcm  and  Wigan,  Toung  in  1770  measured  ruts 
**  four  feet  deep  and  floating  with  mnd  cmly  from  a  wet  sununer,'' 
and  passed  three  broken-down  carts.  '*  I  know  not  in  the  whcde 
range  of  language,*'  he  says,  ^'  terms  sufficientiy  expressive  to 
describe  this  infenud  road.  Let  me  most  seriously  canticm  all 
traTeHers  who  may  accidentally  propose  to  travd  this  terrible 
country  to  avoid  it  as  they  would  the  devil,  for  a  thousand  to  one 
they  break  their  necks  or  thm  limbs,  by  overthrows  or  breakingi 
down."  The  turnpike  road  to  Newcastle  from  the  scmth  seems  to 
have  been  equalfy  dangerous.  "  A  mcwe  dreadful  road,"  he  says, 
*'  (umnot  be  imagined.  I  was  obliged  to  hire  two  men  at  <me  place 
to  support  my  chaise  from  overturning.  Let  me  persuade  all 
travelers  to  avoid  this  terrible  country,  which  must  either  dislocate 
their  hemes  with  brokoi  pavements,  or  bury  them  in  muddy  sand." 
The  turnpike  road  from  CSiepetow  to  Newpcnrt  was  a  rocky  lane, 
^'  full  of  hugecras  stones,  as  big  as  cme's  horse,  and  abcmiinable 
holes."  MawhaH  says  that  the  Leicestershire  roads,  till  abcmt 
1770,  had  been  *'  in  a  state  of  almost  total  neglect  since  the  days 

*  For  further  detoilB  tm  to  roacb,  see  lAmp.  ziii. 
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of  the  Meroians."  The  principal  road  from  Tamworth  to  Ashby 
lay,  in  1789,  "'  in  a  state  ahnost  impassable  several  months  in  the 
year."  Waggons  were  taken  off  their  wheels  and  dragged  on  their 
bellies.  Essex,  in  the  time  of  Fitzherbert,  was  famous  for  the 
badness  of  its  roads.  In  the  eighteenth  century  it  worthily  main- 
tained its  reputation.  "  A  mouse  could  barely  pass  a  carriage  in 
its  narrow  lanes,"  which  were  filled  with  bottomless  ruts,  and  often 
choked  by  a  string  of  chalk  waggons,  buried  so  deeply  in  the  mire 
that  they  could  only  be  extricated  by  thirty  or  forty  horses.  '*  Of 
all  the  cursed  roads  that  ever  disgraced  this  kingdom  in  the  very 
age  of  barbarism  none  ever  equalled  that  from  Billericay  to  the 
*'  King's  Head  '  at  Tilbury  "  was  the  suffering  cry  of  Toung  in  1769. 
The  roads  of  Herefordshire,  sa3rB  Marshall,  twenty  years  later,  were 
''  such  as  you  might  expect  to  find  in  the  marshes  of  Holland  or  the 
mountains  of  Switzerland."  In  Devonshire,  which  Marshall  con- 
sidered to  be  agriculturally  the  most  benighted  district  of  England, 
there  was  not  in  1750  one  single  wheeled  carriage  ;  everything  was 
carried  in  sledges  or  on  pack-horses.  The  latter  were  stall  in  uni- 
versal use  in  1796.  Crops  were  piled  between  willow  ''  crooks," 
to  which  the  load  was  bound  ;  manure  was  carried  in  strong  panniers, 
or  ''  potts,"  the  bottom  of  which  was  a  sort  of  falling  door ;  sand 
was  slung  in  bags  across  the  wooden  pack-saddle.  Even  where 
efforts  were  made  to  improve  the  highways,  the  attempt  was  often 
rendered  useless  by  ignorance  of  the  science  of  road-making.  Some 
roads  were  convex  and  barrel-shaped.  But  the  fajl  from  the  centre 
of  the  road  to  the  sides  was  so  rapid  that  carts  could  only  travel  in 
the  centre  with  safety.  Many  roads  were  concave,  constructed  in 
the  form  of  a  trough,  fiUed  in  with  sand.  In  wet  weather  this 
deposit  became  porridge.  On  a  road  of  this  formation  between 
Woodstock  and  Oxford,  Marshall,  in  1789,  encountered  labourers 
employed  in  '*  scooping  out  the  batter."  Yet  in  spite  of  the  diffi- 
culty of  communication,  distant  counties  carried  on  a  considerable 
trade  in  agricidtural  produce.  Thus  calves,  bred  in  Northampton- 
shire, were  sent  to  Essex  to  be  reared.  The  animals  travelled  in 
carts  with  their  legs  tied  together,  were  eight  da3rB  on  the  road, 
and  during  the  journey  were  fed  with  '^  gin-balls,"  t.e.  flour  and  gin 
mixed  together.  Off  the  main  lines  of  communication,  highways 
were  unmetalled  tracks,  which  spread  in  width  as  vehicles  deviated 
to  avoid  the  ruts  of  their  predecessors.  By-roads  were  often  zig- 
zag lanes,  engineered  on  the  principle  that  one  good  or  bad  turn 
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deserved  another.  In  nairow  ways  the  bells  on  the  teams  were  not 
merely  ornaments ;  they  were  warnings  that  the  passage  was  barred 
by  the  entry  of  another  vehicle.  When  rural  districts  were  thus 
oQt  off  from  one  another,  their  isolation  was  not  only  a  formidable 
obstacle  to  agricultural  progress,  but  made  a  uniform  system  of 
growing  com  on  every  kind  of  land  a  practical  necessity.  Yet 
the  days  when  Gloucester  seemed  ''  in  the  Oroades,"  and  York  a 
*^  Pindarick  flight "  from  London  had  their  advantages.  In  1800 
it  required  fifty-four  hours,  and  favourable  circumstances,  for  ''  a 
philosopher,  six  shirts,  his  genius,  and  his  hat  upon  it,"  to  reach 
London  from  Dublin. 

Shut  off  from  neighbours  by  impassable  roads,  impeded  in  their 
access  to  markets,  not  ambitious  of  raising  from  the  soil  anything 
beyond  their  own  needs  and  the  satisfaction  of  the  local  demand  for 
bread,  farmers  felt  no  spur  to  improvement.  Hitherto  the  slow 
increase  of  a  rural  population  was  the  only  effective  incentive  to 
increased  production.  But  as  the  eighteenth  century  drew  to  its 
olose.  Watt,  Hargreaves,  Crompton,  Arkwright,  and  other  me- 
chanical geniuses  were  beginning  to  change  the  face  of  society  with 
the  swiftness  of  a  revolution.  Population  was  shifting  from  the 
South  to  the  North,  and  advancing  by  leaps  and  bounds  in 
crowded  manufacturing  towns.  Huge  markets  were  springing  up 
for  agricultural  produce.  Hitherto  there  had  been  few  divisions  of 
employment  because  only  the  simplest  implements  of  production 
were  used ;  spinners,  weavers,  and  cloth-workers,  iron-workers, 
handicraftsmen,  had  combined  much  of  their  special  industries  with 
the  tillage  of  the  soil.  But  the  rapid  development  of  manufacture 
caused  its  complete  separation  from  agriculture,  and  the  application 
of  machinery  to  manual  industries  completed  the  revolution  in  social 
arrangements.  A  division  of  labour  became  an  economic  necessity. 
Fanners  and  manufacturers  grew  mutually  dependent.  Self- 
sufficing  farming  was  thrown  out  of  date.  like  manufacture,  agri- 
culture was  ceasing  to  be  a  domestic  industry.  Both  had  to  be 
organised  on  a  commercial  footing.  The  problem  was,  how  could 
the  inevitable  changes  be  met  best  and  most  promptly  I  How 
could  a  country  at  war  with  Europe  raise  the  most  home-grown  food 
for  a  rapidly  growing  population,  concentrated  in  the  coal  and 
iron  fields  ?  How  could  agriculture  supply  the  demand  for  artisan 
labour,  and  yet  increase  its  own  productiveness  ?  Arthur  Young 
was,  at  this  period  of  his  career,  ready  with  an  unhesitating  answer 


206  THE  DIFFUSION  OF  KNOWLEDGE 

—large  farms,  large  capital,  long  leases,  and  the  most  improved 
methods  of  cultivation  and  stock-breeding.  His  object  was  to 
develop  to  the  utmost  the  resources  of  the  soil.  To  this  end  all 
social  considerations  must  be  subordinated.  Every  obstacle  to  good 
farming  must  be  swept  away — wastes  reclaimed,  conmicms  divided, 
open-fields  converted  into  individual  occupations,  antiquated 
methods  abandoned,  obsolete  implements  scrapped,  improved 
practices  uniformly  adopted.  '*  Where,"  he  asks,  with  perfect 
truth,  ''  is  the  little  farmer  to  be  found  who  will  cover  his  whole 
farm  with  marl  at  the  rate  of  100  or  150  tons  per  acre  ?  who  will 
drain  all  his  land  at  the  expense  of  £2  or  £3  an  acre  ?  who  will  pay 
a  heavy  price  for  the  manure  of  towns,  and  convey  it  thirty  miles 
by  land  carriage  ?  who  will  float  his  meadows  at  the  expense  of 
£5  an  acre  ?  who,  to  improve  the  breed  of  his  sheep,  will  give  1000 
guineas  for  the  use  of  a  single  ram  for  a  single  season  ?  who  will 
send  across  the  Kingdom  to  distant  provinces  for  new  implements, 
and  for  men  to  use  them  ?  who  will  employ  and  pay  men  for  residing 
in  provinces  where  pro^ticee  are  found  which  they  want  to  intro- 
duce into  their  fi»tns  ?  " 

Young's  spirited  crusade  against  bad  or  poor  farming  would 
probably  have  fallen  on  deaf  ears,  if  it  had  not  been  supported  by 
the  prospect  of  financial  gain  and  by  the  impulse  of  industrial 
necessities.  As  he  put  the  case,  more  produce  from  the  land 
meant  higher  rents  for  the  landlord,  larger  incomes  for  farmers, 
better  wages  for  labourers,  more  home-grown  food  for  the  nation. 
Under  the  pressure  of  war-prices  and  of  the  gigantic  growth  of  a 
manufacturing  population,  the  system  which  he  advocated  made 
rapid  progress.  Years  after  his  death,  it  was  established  with  such 
completeness  that  men  forgot  not  only  the  existence  of  any  different 
conditions,  but  even  the  very  name  of  the  most  active  pioneer  of 
the  change.  In  the  agricultural  literature  of  the  early  and  middle 
Victorian  era,  he  is  almost  ignored.  The  article  on  English  agri- 
culture in  the  Encyclopaedia  Britannica,  for  example,  devotes  only 
a  few  lines  to  his  career.  Recently  his  memory  has  been  revived 
in  England  by  the  renewal  under  different  circumstances  of  the 
struggle  between  large  and  small  farmers.  In  France,  on  the  other 
hand,  where  the  contest  between  capitalist  farmers  and  peasant  pro- 
prietors was  never  decisively  terminated,  the  discussion  has  always 
centred  round  his  name.  In  the  words  of  Lesage,  his  latest  editor 
and  translator,  France  has  made  an  adopted  child  of  Arthur  Young. 
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CHAPTER  X. 

LARGE  FARMS  AND  CAPITALIST  FARMERS. 

1780-1813. 

Agriooltural  enthusiaam  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century ;  high  prices 
of  agricultural  produce ;  the  causes  of  the  advance ;  increased  demand 
and  cessation  of  foreign  supplies  ;  the  state  of  the  currency  ;  rapid  advance 
of  agriculture  on  the  new  lines  of  capitalist  farming ;  impulse  given  to 
enclosing  movement  and  the  introduction  of  improved  practices ;  Davy's 
Lectures  on  Agricultural  Chemistry ;  the  work  of  large  landlords :  Coke 
of  Norfolk. 

The  enthusiasm  for  farming  progress,  which  Arthor  Young  zeal- 
ously promoted,  spread  with  rapidity.  A  fashion  was  created 
which  was  more  lasting,  because  less  artificial  and  more  practical, 
than  it  had  been  in  the  days  of  Pope.  Great  landlords  took  the 
lead  in  agricultural  improvements.  Their  farming  zeal  did  not 
escape  criticism.  Dr.  Edwards  ^  in  1783  expressed  a  feeling  which 
was  prevalent  two  centuries  before :  *'  Gentlemen  have  no  right 
to  be  farmers  ;  and  their  entering  upon  agriculture  to  follow  it  as 
a  business  is  periiaps  a  breach  of  their  moral  duty."  But  it  was 
now  that  young  men,  heirs  to  landed  estates  as  well  as  younger 
sons,  began  to  go  as  pupils  to  farmers.  George  III.  rejoiced  in 
the  title  of  "  Farmer  George,"  considered  himself  more  indebted  to 
Arthur  Young  than  to  any  man  in  his  dominions,  carried  the  last 
volume  of  the  Annala  with  him  in  his  travelling  carriage,  kept  his 
mod^  fann  at  Windsor,*  formed  his  flock  of  merino  sheep,  and 
experimented  in  stock-breeding.  The  Duke  of  Bedford  at  Wobum, 
Lord  Rockingham  at  Wentworth,  Lord  Egremont  at  Petworth, 
Coke  at  Holkham,  and  numerous  other  landlords,  headed  the 

^  Plan  of  an  Underiaking  for  the  Improvemeni  of  Htubandry  eto.,  by  Dr. 
Edwards  of  Barnard  Castle  (1783). 

'The  King's  Windsor  Farm  is  described  by  Nathaniel  Kent  in  Hunter's 
Geofffical  B—aye  (1803),  vol  iv.  Essay  vii. 
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reforming  movement.  Fox,  even  in  the  Loavre,  was  loet  in  con- 
sideration whether  the  weather  was  favourable  to  his  turnips  at 
St.  Anne's  HQl.  Burke  experimented  in  carrots  as  a  field  crop 
on  his  farm  at  Beaoonsfield,  though  he  pointed  his  sarcasms  against 
the  Duke  of  Bedford  for  his  devotion  to  agriculture.  Lord  Althorp, 
in  the  nineteenth  century,  maintained  the  traditions  of  his  official 
predecessors.  During  a  serious  crisis  of  affairs,  when  he  was 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  John  Grey  of  Dilston  called  upon  him 
in  Downing  Street  on  political  business.  Lord  Althorp's  first 
question,  eagerly  asked,  was  *'  Have  you  been  at  Wiseton  on  your 
way  up  ?  Have  you  seen  the  cows  ?  "  The  enthusiasm  for  faom- 
ing  began  to  be  scientific  as  well  as  practical.  No  new  book  escaped 
the  vigilance  of  agriculturists.  Miss  Edgeworth's  Essay  on  Irish 
BuUs  (1802)  had  scarcely  been  published  a  week  before  it  was 
ordered  by  the  secretary  of  an  agricultural  society.  Nor  were  the 
clergy  less  zealous.  An  archdeacon,  finding  a  churchyard  culti- 
vated for  turnips,  rebuked  the  rector  with  the  remark,  *'  This  must 
not  occur  again."  The  reply,  '*  Oh  no,  Mr.  Archdeacon,  it  will  be 
barley  next  year,"  shows  that,  whatever  were  the  shortcomings  of 
the  CSiurch,  the  eighteenth  century  clergy  were  at  least  devoted  to 
the  rotation  of  crops. 

Every  department  of  agriculture  was  permeated  by  a  new  spirit 
of  energy  and  enterprise.  Rents  rose,  but  profits  outstripped  the 
rise.  New  crops  were  cultivated ;  swedes,  mangel-wurzel,  kohl 
rabi,  prickly  comfrey  were  readily  adopted  by  a  new  race  of  agri- 
culturists. Breeders  spent  capital  freely  in  improving  live-stock. 
New  implements  were  introduced.  The  economy  and  handiness  of 
ploughs  like  the  Norfolk,  or  the  Rotherham  ploughs  as  improved  by 
James  Small  of  Blackadder  Mount,  were  gradudly  recognised,  and 
the  cumbrous  mediaeval  instruments  with  their  extravagant  teams 
superseded.  Meikle's  threshing  machine  (1784)  began  to  drive 
out  the  flail  by  its  economy  of  human  labour.  Numerous  patents 
were  taken  out  between  1788  and  1816  for  drills,  reaping,  mowing, 
haymaking,  and  winnowing  machines,  as  well  as  for  horse-rakes, 
scarifiers,  chaff-cutters,  tumip-slicers,  and  other  mechanical  aids  to 
agriculture.  In  the  northern  counties  iron  gates  and  fences  began 
to  be  used.    The  uniformity  of  weights  and  measures  ^  was  eagerly 

^  Under  the  Aot  of  Union  with  Scotland  (olauae  17)  it  had  been  provided 
that  the  same  weights  and  measores  which  were  eetablished  in  England 
should  be  need  throughout  the  United  Kingdom.     But  the  clause  remained 
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diBcnssed  and  recommended.  Cattle-shows,  wool-fairs,  ploughing- 
matches  were  held  in  various  parts  of  the  country.  Counties,  like 
Durham,  Northumberland,  Cheshire,  and  Leicestershire,  started 
experimental  farms.  The  short-lived  Society  of  "Improvers  in 
the  Knowledge  of  Agriculture  "  had  been  formed  in  1723.  The 
Society  for  the  "  Encouragement  of  Arts,  Manufactures  and  Com- 
merce" was  instituted  in  London  in  1754.  Other  associations, 
more  exclusively  agricultural,  speedily  followed.  The  Bath  and 
West  of  England  Society  was  founded  in  1777,  the  Highland  Society 
in  1784,  the  Smithfield  Gub  in  1798.  The  cieation  of  the  Board  of 
Agriculture  in  1793  has  been  aheady  mentioned.  The  Farmers' 
Club  was  established  in  1793.  The  first  number  of  the  Farmer's 
Magazine^  which  appeared  in  January,  1800,  rapidly  passed  through 
five  editions.  Provincial  societies  multiplied.  At  Lewes,  in  1772, 
Lord  Sheffield  had  established  a  Society  for  the  *'  Encouragement 
of  Agriculture,  Manufacture  and  Lidustry  "  ;  but  it  does  not  seem 
to  have  survived  the  war  with  France  and  the  United  States.  Few 
counties  were  without  their  organisations  for  the  promotion  of 
agricultural  improvement.  One  of  the  first  was  established  at 
Odiham  in  Hampshire.  Kent  had  its  agricultural  society  at 
Canterbury  (1793)  and  the  Kentish  Society  at  Maidstone.  In 
Cornwall  (1793),  Berkshire  (1794),  Shropshire  (1790),  at  Shifnal  and 
at  Drayton  in  Leicestershire  (1794),  in  Herefordshire  (1797),  pro* 
vincial  societies  were  founded.  The  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  had 
its  society  at  Sheffield,  Lancashire  at  Manchester,  Worcestershire 
at  Evesham  (1792),  Huntingdonshire  at  Kimbolton.  In  Northamp- 
tonshire similar  associations  were  formed  at  Peterborough,  Welling- 
borough and  Lamport.  The  list  might  be  enlarged.  But,  though 
many  of  these  societies  were  short-lived,  their  foundation  illustrates 
the  new  spirit  which  animated  farming  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth 
century. 

a  dead  letter.  The  establishment  of  uniformity  was  difficult.  In  1758  a 
Parliamentary  Committee  reported  that  there  were  in  use  in  England  four 
different  legal  measures  of  capacity,  the  respective  quantities  being  in  the 
case  of  the  bushel  2124,  2160,  2168,  and  2240  cubic  inches.  The  widest 
differences  existed  between  the  weights  emd  measures  of  the  same  county. 
Thus  in  Cornwall,  for  instance,  wheat  was  sold  either  by  the  dpuble  Win- 
chester of  16  gallons  or  the  treble  Winchester  of  24  gallons ;  oats  were  sold 
in  the  eastern  district  by  the  hogshead  of  9  Winchesters,  in  the  west  by  a 
'double  Winchester  of  17  gallons;  a  bushel  of  seed- wheat  bought  from  a 
western  farmer  ran  short  of  the  eastern  measure  by  between  one  and  two 
gallons.  Butter  was  sold  at  18  oe.  to  the  pound,  ^e  customary  perch  was 
18  feet  in  length  instead  of  the  statutory  length  of  10|  feet. 

O 
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The  period  from  1780  to  1813  was  one  of  exceptional  activity 
in  agricultural  progress.  Apart  from  the  flowing  tide  of  enthusiasm, 
landlords  and  farmers  were  spurred  to  fresh  exertions  and  a  great 
outlay  of  capital  and  labour  by  the  large  returns  on  their  expendi* 
ture.  All  over  the  countiy  new  facilities  of  transport  and  com- 
munication began  to  bring  markets  to  the  gates  of  farmers ;  new 
tracts  of  land  were  reclaimed ;  open  arable  farms  and  pasture 
commons  were  broken  up,  enclosed,  and  brought  into  more  pro- 
fitable cultivation ;  vast  sums  of  money  were  spent  on  buildings 
and  improvement.  In  spite  of  increased  production,  prices  rose 
higher  and  higher,  and  carried  rents  with  them.  '*  Ckim,"  says 
Ricardo,  "  is  not  high  because  a  rent  is  paid  ;  but  a  rent  is  paid 
because  com  is  high."  In  certain  circumstances — ^if  the  State  is 
landlord,  or  if  landowners  could  combine  for  the  purpose — ^rents 
might  raise  prices.  But  the  general  truth  of  Ricardo's  view  was 
illustrated  during  the  French  War.  From  1790  to  1813,  rents  rose 
with  the  rise  in  prices,  until  over  a  great  part  of  Great  Britain  they 
were  probably  doubled.  Even  the  larger  yield  from  the  land 
under  improved  methods  of  cultivation  did  not  cheapen  produce, 
reduce  prices,  and  so  cause  lower  rents.  On  the  contrary,  prices 
were  not  only  maintained,  but  continued  to  rise. 

This  continuously  upward  tendency  in  prices  was  unprecedented. 
It  cannot  be  attributed  to  the  operation  of  the  Com  Laws.^  Down 
to  1815  that  legislation  had  scarcely  affected  prices  at  all,  and 
therefore  could  not  influence  rents.  The  rise  was  rather  due  to  a 
variety  of  causes,  some  of  which  were  exceptional  and  temporary. 
A  series  of  unprosperous  seasons  prevailed  over  the  whole  available 
corn-area  of  Northern  Europe.  In  England  deficient  harvests, 
though  the  shortage  was  to  some  extent  mitigated  by  the  increased 
breadth  under  com,  reduced  the  home  supply  at  a  time  when  the 
growth  of  an  artisan  population  increased  the  demand.  The  country 
throughout  these  years  either  stood,  or  thought  that  it  stood,  on 
the  verge  of  famine.  Prices  were  raised  by  panic-stricken  com- 
petition. As  the  area  of  the  war  extended,  foreign  supplies  became 
less  and  less  available.  The  enormous  increase  in  the  war-charges 
for  freight  and  insurance  made  Great  Britain  more  and  more 
dependent  on  her  own  produce.  Necessity  compelled  the  full 
development  of  her  existing  resources,  as  well  as  the  resort  to 
inferior  land.    Larger  supplies  of  home-grown  com  could  only  be 

^  See  ohapter  zii. 
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obtaiDfid  either  by  improTed  methods  of  cultivation  or  by  bringiiig 
nntilled  land  under  the  plough.  The  one  method  powerfully 
stimulated  the  progress  of  agriculture,  which  may  be  summed  up 
in  increasing  the  yield  and  lowering  the  cost  of  production ;  the 
other  was  the  valid  justification  of  the  rapid  enclosure  of  wastes, 
open-fields,  and  commons.  Much  of  the  land  that  now  was  sown 
with  com  could  only  be  tilled  at  a  profit  when  prices  were  high, 
because  the  outlay  on  its  tillage  was  greater,  and  the  return  from 
its  cultivation  was  less,  than  on  ordinary  land.  Yet,  as  prices  then 
stood,  even  this  inferior  soil  was  able  to  bear  a  rent,  and  by  each 
step  towards  the  margin  of  cultivation,  the  rental  value  of  land 
of  better  quality  was  enhanced.  Thus  Napoleon  proved  to  be 
the  Triptolemus  or  patron  saint  not  only  of  farmers  but  of  land- 
lords. 

Another  cause  of  the  high  prices  of  the  time  was  the  state  of  the 
currency.  When  gold  is  cheap,  commodities  are  dear.  Any  great 
increase  in  the  production  of  gold  for  a  time  raises  prices ;  the 
sovereign  becomes  of  less  relative  value  ;  it  buys  lees  than  before, 
and  more  gold  has  to  be  paid  for  the  same  quantity.  But  this 
direct  effect  of  gold  discoveries  was  not  then  in  operation  ;  it  had 
spent  its  force,  and  ai  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century  did  not 
materially  affect  prices.  Similar  results  were,  however,  produced 
by  the  immense  extension  of  that  system  of  deferred  payment 
which  is  called  credit.  Paper  money  was  issued  in  excessive 
quantities,  not  only  by  the  Bank  of  England  but  by  the  private 
banks  aU  over  the  country.  A  new  medium  of  exchange  was 
created.  This  addition  to  the  circulating  medium  raised  prices  in 
the  same  kind  of  way  as  an  actual  addition  to  the  quantity  of  coin. 
But  there  was  this  important  difference.  Paper  money  is  only  a 
promise  to  pay ;  it  is  only  representative  money,  and,  unless  it 
is  convertible  into  gold,  the  credit  which  it  creates  is  fictitious  and 
may  be  excessive.  The  immense  development  of  manufacturing 
industries  and  of  the  canal  syBtem,  in  the  years  1785-92,  required 
increased  facilities  for  carrying  on  commercial  transactions.  But 
bankers,  in  their  eagerness  to  create  business,  made  advances  on 
insufficient  or  inccmvertible  securities,  discounted  bills  without 
rpgard  to  the  actual  value  of  the  commodities  on  which  the  trans- 
actions were  based,  and  issued  notes  far  beyond  the  amount  which 
their  actual  funds  justified.  In  1793  came  the  first  crash.  The 
Bank  of  England,  warned  by  the  fall  of  the  exchanges  and  the 
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outflow  of  gold,  restricted  their  issue  of  notes.  A  panic  followed. 
Out  of  350  country  banks  in  England  and  Wales,  more  than  100 
stopped  payment ;  their  promises  to  pay  were  repudiated ;  and 
their  paper  was  destroyed  at  the  exi>ense  of  the  holder.  The  ruin 
and  the  loss  of  confidence  were  widespread ;  those  who  escaped 
the  crash  hoarded  their  money  instead  of  making  investments  in 
mercantile  undertakings.  But  the  destruction  of  so  much  paper 
temporarily  restored  the  proportion  between  the  gold  in  the  country 
and  the  paper  by  which  it  was  represented. 

In  1797  a  second  crisis  occurred.  Alarmed  at  a  prospect  of 
invasion,  country  depositors  crowded  to  withdraw  deposits  and 
realise  their  property.  There  were  runs  on  the  country  banks,  and 
such  heavy  demands  for  their  support  were  made  on  the  Bank  of 
England  that,  on  Saturday,  February  25,  1797,  the  stock  of  coin 
and  bullion  had  fallen  to  under  £1,300,000,  with  every  prospect  of 
a  renewal  and  an  increase  of  the  run  on  the  following  Monday.  On 
Sunday,  February  26,  an  Order  of  Cbuncil  suspended  payments  in 
cash  untQ  Parliament  could  consider  the  situation.  The  merchants 
of  London  came  to  the  rescue  of  the  bank.  They  guaranteed  the 
payment  of  its  notes  in  gold ;  the  national  credit  was  saved,  and 
the  worst  of  the  threatened  crisis  was  averted.  But  the  failures 
of  country  banks  were  a^ajn  numerous.  Once  more  the  same 
process  was  repeated.  Paper  money  in  large  quantities  was 
destroyed  at  the  cost  of  its  holders,  and  the  balance  between  the 
promise  and  the  ability  to  pay  was  again  readjusted.  The  experi- 
ence was  not  lost  on  agriculturists,  who  found  that  their  land  was 
not  only  the  most  remunerative  but  the  safest  investment. 

Under  the  Bank  Restriction  Act  of  1797,  the  Bank  of  England 
suspended  payment  in  coin.  In  other  words  a  paper  currency  was 
created  which  was  not  convertible  into  gold.  The  Act  was  origin- 
ally a  temporary  expedient.  But  it  was  not  till  1821  that  the 
bank  completely  resumed  payment  in  specie.  No  doubt  the 
effect  of  the  Act  was  to  aggravate  the  tendency  of  prices  to  rise. 
Yet  the  measure  was  probably  justified  by  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances of  the  war  and  of  trade.  It  supplied  the  Government  with 
gold  for  the  expenses  of  our  own  expeditionary  forces,  as  well  as 
for  the  payment  of  subsidies  to  our  allies.  It  also  enabled  the 
country  to  cany  on  the  one-sided  S3mtem  of  trade  to  which  we 
were  gradually  reduced  by  the  Continental  blockade.  Our  exports 
of  manufactured  goods  were  excluded  from  European  ports.    Con^ 
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aequently  the  materiab  which  we  imported  were  paid  for  in  cash 
instead  of  in  goods,  and  the  vessek  which  conveyed  them  to  our 
ports  returned  in  ballast.  There  was  thus  a  constant  drain  of  gold 
from  the  country.  So  long  as  the  power  to  issue  inconvertible 
notes  was  sparingly  used,  the  paper  currency  maintained  its  nominal 
value.  But  from  1808  onwards  such  large  quantities  of  paper  were 
issued,  not  only  by  the  Bank  of  England  but  by  country  banks, 
that  it  rapidly  depreciated  as  compared  with  gold.  It  is  probable 
that  from  1811  to  1813  one-fifth  of  the  enormous  prices  of  agri- 
cultural produce  were  due  to  the  disordered  state  of  the  currency. 
In  1814,  owing  partly  to  the  abundant  harvest  of  the  previous 
year,  partly  to  the  collapse  of  the  Continental  blockade,  prices 
rapidly  fell.  A  financial  crash  followed  which  caused  even  more 
widespread  ruin  in  country  districts  than  the  paroxysm  of  1793. 
Of  the  country  banks,  240  stopped  payment,  and  89  became  bank- 
rupt. The  result  was  a  wholesale  destruction  of  bank-paper,  the 
reduction  of  thousands  of  families  from  wealth  to  destitution,  and 
the  gradual  restoration  of  the  equilibrium  of  the  currency. 
^TbB  seasons,  the  war,  the  growth  of  population,  the  disorders  of 
the  currency,  combined  to  raise  and  maintain  at  a  high  level  the 
prices  of  agricultural  produce  in  Great  Britain.  At  the  same 
time  the  prohibitive  cost  of  transport  prevented  such  foreign  sup- 
plies as  were  then  avaOable  from  reducing  the  prices  of  home-grown 
com.  Circumstances  thus  gave  British  agriculturists  a  monopoly, 
which,  alter  1815,  they  endeavoured  to  preserve  by  legislation. 
Land  was  not  only  a  most  profitable  investment,  but  the  fate  of 
speculators  had  again  and  again  convinced  both  landlords  and 
tenants  that  land  was  the  safest  bank.  Thus  business  caution,  as 
well  as  business  enterprise,  prompted  the  outlay  of  capital  on  agri- 
cultural improvement.  Economic  ideas  pointed  in  the  same  direc- 
tion. The  doctrine  of  John  Locke,^  that  high  rents  were  a  symptom 
of  prosperity  still  prevailed  among  politicians.  It  was  also  main- 
tained that  high  rents  were  a  necessary  spur  to  agricultural  progress. 
So  long  as  land  remained  cheap,  farmers  rested  satisfied  with 
antiquated  practices  ;  the  dearer  the  land,  the  more  energetic  and 
enterprising  they  necessarily  became.  Young  went  so  far  as  to 
say  that  the  spendthrift,  who  frequented  London  club-houses  and 

1 "  An  InfaUible  sign  of  your  decay  of  wealth  is  the  faUing  of  rents,  and  the 
raising  of  them  woiUd  be  worth  the  nation's  care  **  (Wcrh$f  ed.  1823,  voL  v. 
p.  60). 
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raised  rents  to  pay  his  debts  of  honour,  was  a  greater  benefactor 
to  agrionltore  than  the  stay-at-home  squire  who  lived  frugally 
in  order  to  keep  within  his  ancestral  income.  No  economist  of  the 
day  had  conoeiTed  any  other  method  of  satisfying  the  wants  cl  a 
growing  population  except  by  improving  the  existing  practices  of 
farmers  or  bringing  fresh  tracts  of  land  under  the  plough.  Advanced 
Free  Traders  like  Porter  ^  never  imagined  that  a  progressive  country 
could  become  dependent  on  foreign  nations  for  its  daily  food.  It 
was  to  the  continuous  improvement  in  agricultural  methods  that 
he  looked  for  the  means  of  supplying  a  population,  which,  he  cal- 
culated, would,  at  the  end  of  the  nineteenth  c^itury,  exceed  40 
millions.  Nor  did  he  entertain  any  doubt  that,  by  the  progress 
of  skill  and  enterprise,  the  quantity  raised  in  1840  could  be  increased 
by  the  requisite  150  per  cent. 

fiucouraged  by  high  profits,  approved  by  economists,  justified 
by  necessity,  agriculture  advanced  rapidly  on  the  new  lines  of 
large  farms  and  large  capital.  The  change  was  one  side  of  a  wider 
movement.  In  the  infancy  of  agriculture  and  of  trade,  self- 
supporting  associations  had  been  formed  for  mutual  defence  and 
protection.  Manorial  organisations  Uke  trade  guilds  had  begun  to 
break  up,  when  the  central  power  was  firmly  established.  Now, 
once  more,  agriculture  and  manufacture  were  simultaneously 
reorganised.  Division  of  labour  had  become  a  necesdty.  Domestic 
handicrafts  were  gathered  into  populous  manufacturing  centres, 
which  were  dependent  for  food  on  the  labour  of  agriculturists. 
Farms  ceased  to  be  self-sufficing  industries,  and  became  factories 
of  beef  and  mutton.  The  pressure  of  these  conditions  demanded 
the  utmost  development  of  the  resources  of  the  soil.  The  cultiva- 
tion of  additional  land  by  the  most  improved  methods  grew  more 
and  more  necessary.  Enclosures  went  on  apace.  Yet,  even  in 
favourable  seasons,  it  was  a  struggle  to  keep  pace  with  growing 
needs  ;  scarcity,  if  not  famine,  resulted  from  deficiency.  During 
part  of  the  period,  foreign  supplies  might  be  relied  on  to  avert  the 
worst.    ]^t  throughout  the  Napoleonic  wars  this  resource  grew 

^  "  To  supply  the  United  Kingdom  with  the  single  artiele  of  wheat  would 
call  for  the  employment  of  more  than  twice  the  amount  of  shipping  which 
now  annually  enten  our  ports,  if  indeed  it  would  be  possible  to  proouze  the 
grain  from  other  countries  in  sufficient  quantity ;  and  to  bring  to  our  shores 
every  artiole  of  agricultural  produce  in  the  abundance  which  we  now  enjoy, 
would  probably  give  constant  occupation  to  the  mercantile  navy  of  the  whc4e 
world  "  {Progre9B  of  the  Nation,  ed.  1847,  p.  136). 
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yearly  more  unoertain  and  more  costly.  The  pace  of  enolosuie 
waa  immensely  accelerated.  In  the  first  33  years  of  the  reign  of 
George  in.,  tiiere  were  1355  Acts  passed ;  in  the  23  years  of  the 
wars  with  France  (1793-1815)  there  were  1934.  It  is  easy  to  attri- 
bute the  great  increase  of  enclosm^s  during  this  last  period  solely 
to  the  greed  of  landlords,  eager  to  profit  by  the  high  prices  of 
agiicnltnral  produce.  That  the  land  would  not  have  been  brought 
into  cultivation  unless  it  paid  to  do  so,  may  be  admitted.  But  it 
must  in  justice  be  remembered  that  an  addition  to  the  cultiyated 
area  was,  in  ejristing  circumstances,  one  of  the  two  methods,  which 
at  that  time  were  alone  available,  of  increasing  the  supply  of  food, 
averting  famine,  and  reducing  prices.  Economically,  enclosures 
can  be  justified.  But  the  processes  by  which  they  were  sometimes 
carried  out,  were  often  indefensiUe,  and  socially  their  effects  were 
disastrous.  On  these  points  more  will  be  said  subsequently.  Here 
it  will  be  enough  to  reiterate  the  statement  that  enclosure  meant 
not  merely  reclamation  cl  waste  ground,  but  partition  of  the  com- 
mons and  extinction  of  the  open-fidd  system.  It  has  been  suggested, 
on  the  authority  of  passages  in  his  tract  on  Wastes,  that  Arthur 
Young  learned  to  deplore  his  previous  crusade  against  village  farms, 
when  he  saw  the  effect  of  enclosures  on  rural  life.  What  Young 
deplored  was  the  loss  of  a  golden  opportunity  of  attaching  land 
to  the  home  of  the  cottager.  But  he  never  faltered  in  his  con- 
viction of  the  necessity  of  breaking  up  the  open-fields  and 
dividing  the  commons.  In  the  tract  on  Wastes  he  emphatically 
asserts  his  wish  to  see  all  commons  enclosed,  and  he  was  too  great 
a  master  of  his  subject  not  to  know  that  without  pasture  the  arable 
village  farms  must  inevitably  perish. 

The  other  method  of  increasing  the  food  supplies  of  the  country 
consisted  of  agricultural  improvements.  Here  also  the  preparation 
of  tiie  ground  involved  changes  which  bore  hardly  on  small  occupiers 
of  land.  The  new  system  of  farming  required  large  holdings,  to 
which  a  new  class  of  tenant  of  superior  education  and  intelligenoe 
was  attracted.  It  was  on  these  holdings  that  capital  could  be 
expended  to  the  greatest  advantage,  that  meat  and  com  could  be 
grown  in  the  largest  quantities,  that  most  use  could  be  made  of 
those  mechanical  aids  which  cheapened  production.  Costiy  im- 
provements could  not  be  earned  out  by  small  hand-to-mouth 
occupiers,  even  if  their  obstinate  adherence  to  antiquated  methods 
would  have  allowed  them  to  contemplate  the  possibility  of  change. 
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But  this  consolidation  of  holdings  threw  into  the  hands  of  one 
tenant  land  which  had  previously  been  occupied  by  several.  If  the 
land  was  laid  down  to  grass,  and  in  the  case  of  heavy  land,  down 
to  1790,  this  was  the  most  profitable  form  of  enclosure, — ^there  was 
also  a  ditninution  in  the  demand  for  labour,  and  a  consequent 
decrease  in  the  population  of  the  village.  If,  on  the  other  hand, 
the  land  was  cultivated  as  an  arable  farm,  there  was  probably  a 
greater  demand  for  labour  and  possibly  an  increase  in  the  numbers 
of  the  rural  population.  Arthur  Young  in  1801  ^  shows  that,  out 
of  37  enclosed  parishes  in  an  arable  county  like  Norfolk,  population 
had  risen  in  24,  fallen  in  8,  and  remained  stationary  in  5.  It 
cannot  therefore  be  said  that  either  enclosures,  or  the  consolidation 
of  holdings,  necessarily  depopulated  country  villages.  Whether 
this  result  followed,  or  did  not  foUow,  depended  on  the  use  to  which 
the  land  was  put,  though  even  on  arable  farms  the  gradual  intro- 
duction of  machinery,  at  present  limited  to  the  threshing  machine, 
tended  to  diminish  the  demand  for  labour. 

If  the  country  was  to  be  fed,  more  scientific  methods  of  farming 
were  necessary.  The  need  waa  pressing,  and  both  enclosures  and 
the  consolidation  of  large  farms  prepared  the  way  for  a  new  stage 
of  agricultural  progress.  Hitherto  bucolic  life  had  been  the  pastime 
of  a  fashionable  world,  the  relaxation  of  statesmen,  the  artificial 
inspiration  of  poets.  But  farmers  had  neither  asked  nor  allowed 
scientific  aid.  The  dawn  of  a  new  era,  in  which  practical  experience 
was  to  be  combined  with  scientific  knowledge,  was  marked  by  the 
lectures  of  Humphry  Davy  in  1803.  In  1757  Francis  Home' 
had  insisted  on  the  dependence  of  agriculture  on  "  CSiymistry." 
Without  a  knowledge  of  that  science,  he  said,  agriculture  could  not 
be  reduced  to  principles.  In  1802  the  first  steps  were  taken  towards 
this  end.  The  Board  of  Agriculture  arranged  a  series  of  lectures  on 
''  The  Coimection  of  Chemistry  with  Vegetable  Physiology,"  to  be 
delivered  by  Davy,  then  a  young  man  of  twenty-three,  and  recently 
(July,  1801)  appointed  Assistant  Professor  of  CSiemistry  at  the 
Royal  Institution  of  Great  Britain.  He  had  already  made  his 
mark  as  the  most  brilliant  lecturer  of  the  day,  attracting  round  him 
by  his  scientific  use  of  the  imagination  such  men  as  Dr.  Parr  and 

^  InqiMry  into  the  Propriety  of  applying  Wastes  to  the  Better  Maintenance 
and  Svppori  of  the  Poor, 

*  The  Prindptee  of  Agriculture  and  Vegetation^  by  Franoia  Home,  M.D., 
1767. 
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S.  T.  Coleridge,  and  the  talent,  rank,  and  faahion  of  London,  women 
as  well  as  men.  His  six  lectmes  on  agricultural  chemistry,  com- 
mencing May  10,  1803,  were  delivered  before  the  Board  of  Agri- 
culture. So  great  was  their  success  that  he  was  appointed  Professor 
of  Chemistry  to  the  Board,  and  in  that  capacity  gave  courses  of 
lectures  during  the  ten  following  years.  In  1813  the  results  of  his 
researches  were  published  in  his  Elemenia  of  AgricuUurcU  Chemistry. 
The  volume  is  now  out-of-date,  though  the  lecture  on  ''  Soils  and 
their  Analyses,"  in  spite  of  the  progress  of  geological  science  and 
the  adoption  of  new  olassiBcations,  remains  of  permanent  interest. 
Many  passages  that  were  then  listened  to  as  novelties  are  now  com- 
monplaces ;  others,  especially  those  on  manures,  have  been  com- 
pletely superseded  by  the  advance  of  knowledge.  But  if  the  book 
has  ceased  to  be  a  practical  guide,  it  remains  a  historical  landmark, 
and  something  more.  It  is  the  foundation-stone  on  which  the 
science  of  agricultural  chemistry  has  been  reared,  and  its  author 
was  the  direct  ancestor  of  laebig,  Lawes,  and  Oilbert,  to  whose 
labours,  in  the  field  which  Davy  first  explored,  modem  agriculture 
is  at  every  turn  so  deeply  indebted.  It  was  Davy's  work  which 
inspired  the  choice  by  the  Royal  Agricultural  So6iety  (founded  in 
1838)  of  its  motto  *'  Practice  with  Science." 

In  Thomas  Coke  of  Norfolk  ^  the  new  system  of  large  farms  and 
large  capital  found  their  most  celebrated  champion.  In  1776,  at 
the  age  of  twenty-two,  he  came  into  his  estate  with  '^  the  King  of 
Denmark"  as  "his  nearest  neighbour."  Wealthy,  devoted  to 
field  sports,  and  already  Member  of  Parliament  for  Norfolk,  it 
seemed  improbable  that  he  would  find  time  for  farming.  But  as 
an  ardent  Whig  and  a  prominent  supporter  of  Fox  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  he  was  excluded  by  his  politics  from  court  life  or  political 
office.  In  1778  the  refusal  of  two  tenants  to  accept  leases  at  an 
increased  rent  threw  a  quantity  of  land  on  his  hands.  He  deter- 
mined to  farm  the  land  himself.  From  that  time  till  his  death  in 
1842,  he  stood  at  the  head  of  the  new  agricultural  movement.  On 
his  own  estates  his  energy  was  richly  rewarded.  Dr.  Rigby,' 
writing  in  1816,  states  that  the  annual  rental  of  Holkham  rose  from 
£2,200  in  1776  to  £20,000  in  1816. 

When  Coke  took  his  land  in  hand,  not  an  acre  of  wheat  was 

1  Coke  ofNoffaOi  and  hia  Friends,  by  A  M.  W.  Stiriiiig,  2  vols.  1910. 

>  The  PamfMeieer,  vol.  xiii.  pp.  460-70;  HoUcham  cmd  0$  AgriouUure,  3rd 
edition,  1818,  pp.  85,  28. 
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to  be  seen  from  Holkham  to  Lyim.  The  thin  sandy  soil  produced 
but  a  scanty  3deld  of  rye.  Naturally  wanting  in  richness,  it  was 
still  further  impoverished  by  a  barbarous  system  of  cropping.  No 
manure  was  purchased ;  a  few  Norfolk  sheep  with  backs  like 
rabbits,  and,  here  and  there,  a  few  half-starved  milch  cows  were 
the  only  live-stock  ;  the  little  muck  that  was  produced  was  miser- 
ably poor.  Coke  determined  to  grow  wheat.  He  marled  and 
clayed  the  land,  purchased  large  quantities  of  manure,  drilled  his 
wheat  and  turnips,  grew  sainfoin  and  clover,  trebled  his  live-stock. 
On  the  light  drifty  land  in  his  neighbourhood  the  Flemish  maxim 
held  good  :  '*  Point  de  fourrage,  point  de  bestiauz  ;  sans  bestiaox, 
aucun  engrais ;  sans  ^igrais,  nulle  recolte."  '*  No  keep,  no  live- 
stock ;  without  stock,  no  manure ;  without  manure,  no  crops." 
It  is,  in  fact,  the  Norfolk  proverb,  "  Muck  is  the  motiier  of  money." 
In  the  last  quarter  of  the  eighte^ith  century  the  value  of  bones 
as  fertilisers  was  realised.^  The  discovery  has  been  attributed  to 
a  Yorkshire  fox-hunter  who  was  cleaning  out  his  kennels ;  others 
assign  it  to  farmers  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Sheffield,  where  refuse 
heaps  were  formed  of  the  bones  which  were  not  available  for  the 
handles  of  cutlery.  By  the  use  of  the  new  discovery  Coke  profited 
largely.  He  also  introduced  into  the  county  the  use  of  artificial 
foods  like  oil-cake,  which,  with  roots,  enabled  Norfolk  farms  to 
carry  increased  stock.  Under  hid  example  and  advice  stall-feeding 
was  extensively  practised.  On  Bullock's  Hill  near  Norwich,  during 
the  great  fair  of  St.  Faith's,  drovers  assembled  from  all  parts  of  the 
country,  especially  from  Scotland,  with  herds  of  half-fed  beasts 
which  were  bought  up  by  Norfolk  farmers  to  be  fattened  for  London 
markets.  The  grass  lands,  on  which  the  beef  and  mutton  of  our 
ancestors  were  raised,  were  deserted  for  the  sands  of  the  eastern 
counties,  from  which  under  the  new  farming  practice,  the  metro- 
polis drew  its  meat  supplies.  Numbers  of  animalfl  fattened  on 
nutritious  food  gave  farmers  the  command  of  the  richest  manure, 
fertilised  their  land,  and  enabled  them  not  only  to  grow  wheat 
but  to  verify  the  maxim  ''  never  to  sow  a  crop  unless  there  is  con- 
dition to  grow  it  luxuriantly." 

In  nine  years  Coke  had  succeeded  in  growing  good  crops  of  wheat 
on  the  land  which  he  farmed  himself.  He  next  set  himself  to 
improve  the  live-stock.    After  patient  trial  of  other  breeds,  and 

^  Bones  were  ground  at  a  mill  in  Lancashire  in  1794  by  a  looal  fttimer  who 
sold  his  Buxplus  to  his  neighboun. 


COKE  OF  NORFOLK  219 

especially  of  ShorthoiBB  among  cattle  and  of  the  New  Leioesters 
and  Merinos  among  sheep,  he  adopted  Devons  and  Sonthdowns. 
His  efforts  were  not  confined  to  the  home-faim.  Early  and  late 
he  worked  in  his  smock-frock,  assisting  tenants  to  improve  their 
flocks  and  herds.  Grass  lands,  till  he  gave  them  his  attention, 
were  whoUy  neglected  in  the  district.  If  meadow  or  pasture 
wanted  renewal,  or  arable  land  was  to  be  laid  down  in  grass,  farmers 
either  allowed  it  to  tumble  down,  or  threw  indiscriminately  on 
the  ground  a  quantity  of  seed  drawn  at  haphazard  from  their  own 
or  their  neighbour's  ricks,  containing  as  much  rank  weed  as  nutri- 
tious herbage.  It  was  a  mere  chance  whether  the  sour  or  the  sweet 
grasses  were  aided  in  their  struggle  for  existence.  StilUng- 
fleet,  in  1760,  had  distinguished  the  good  and  bad  herbage  by 
excellent  illustrations  of  the  kinds  best  calculated  to  produce  the 
richest  hay  and  sweetest  pasture.  The  Society  of  Arts,  Manu- 
facture and  Commerce  had  offered  premiums  for  the  best  collections 
of  the  best  kinds,  and  in  Edinburgh  the  Lawsons  were  experimenting 
on  grasses.  But  Coke  was  the  first  landlord  who  appreciated  the 
value  of  the  distinctions  by  applying  them  to  his  own  land.  In 
May  and  June,  when  the  grasses  were  in  bloom,  he  gave  his  simple 
botanical  lessons  to  the  children  of  his  tenantry,  who  scoured  the 
country  to  procure  his  stocks  of  seed. 

Impressed  with  the  community  of  interest  among  owners,  occu- 
piers, and  labourers.  Coke  stimulated  the  enterprise  of  his  tenants, 
encouraged  them  to  put  more  money  and  more  labour  into  the  land, 
and  assisted  them  to  take  advantage  of  every  new  invention  and 
discovery.  Experiments  with  drill  husbandry  on  3,000  acres  of 
com  land  convinced  him  of  its  value  in  economy  of  time,  in  saving 
of  seed,  in  securing  an  equal  depth  of  sowing,  and  in  facilitating  the 
cleaning  of  the  land.  He  calculated  that  he  saved  in  seed  a  bushel 
and  a  half  per  acre,  and  increased  the  yield  per  acre  by  twelve 
bushels.  As  with  the  drill,  so  with  other  innovations.  He  tested 
every  novelty  himself,  and  offered  to  his  neighbours  only  the  results 
of  his  own  successful  experience.  It  was  thus  that  the  practice  of 
drilling  turnips  and  wheat,  and  the  value  of  sainfoin,  swedes,  mangel- 
wurzel,  and  potatoes  were  forced  on  the  notice  of  Norfolk  farmers. 
His  farm-buildings,  dwelling-houses,  and  cottages  were  models  to 
other  landlords.  On  them  he  spared  no  reasonable  expense. 
They  cost  him,  during  his  tenure  of  the  property,  more  than  half 
a  mfflion  of  money.    By  offering  long  leases  of  twenty-one  years, 


220       LAB6E  FARMS  AND  CAPITALIST  FARMERS 

he  guaranteed  to  improving  farmers  a  return  for  their  eneigy  and 
outlay.  Two  years  before  the  expiration  of  a  lease,  the  tenant 
was  informed  of  the  new  rent  proposed,  and  offered  a  renewal. 
**  My  best  bank/'  said  one  of  his  fanners,  *'  is  my  land."  At  the 
same  time  he  guarded  against  the  mischief  of  a  long  unrestricted 
tenancy  by  covenants  regulating  the  course  of  high-class  cultivation. 
Though  management  clauses  were  then  comparatively  unknown 
in  Engh'sh  leasee,  his  farms  commanded  competition  among 
the  pick  of  English  farmers.  **  Live  and  let  live "  was  not 
only  a  toast  at  the  Holkham  sheep-shearings,  but  a  rule  in 
the  control  of  the  Holkham  estate.  Cobbett  was  not  prejudiced 
in  favour  of  landlords.  Yet  even  he  was  compelled  to  admit 
the  benefits  which  Coke's  tenants  derived  from  his  paternal 
rule.  "  Every  one,"  he  writes  in  1821,  "  made  use  of  the 
expressions  towards  him  which  affectionate  children  use  towards 
their  parents." 

One  great  obstacle  to  the  improvement  of  Norfolk  farming 
remained.  Farmers  of  the  eighteenth  century  lived,  thought,  and 
farmed  like  farmers  of  the  thirte^ith  century.  Wheat  instead  of 
rye  might  be  grown  with  success ;  turnips,  if  drilled,  were  more 
easily  hoed  and  yielded  a  heavier  crop  than  those  which  were  sown 
broadcast ;  marl  and  clay  might  help  to  consolidate  drifting  soil. 
But  the  neighbouring  farmers  were  suspicious  of  new  methods,  and 
distrusted  a  young  man  who  disobeyed  the  saws  and  maxims  of 
their  forefathers.  Politics  ran  so  high  that  Coke's  Southdowns 
were  denounced  as  *'  Whiggish  sheep."  It  was  nine  years  before 
he  found  anyone  to  imitate  him  in  growing  wheat.  *'  It  might  be 
good  for  Mr.  Coke ;  but  it  was  not  good  enough  for  them."  As 
to  potatoes,  the  best  they  would  say  waa,  that  ''perhaps  they 
wouldn't  poison  the  pigs."  Even  those  who  had  given  up  broad- 
cast sowing  still  preferred  the  dibber  to  the  drill.  Sixteen  years 
passed  before  the  implement  was  adopted.  Coke  himself  calculated 
that  his  improvements  travelled  at  the  rate  of  a  mile  a  year.  The 
Holkham  sheep-shearings  did  much  by  ocular  demonstration  to 
break  down  traditions  and  prejudices.  These  meetings  originated 
in  1778,  ia  Coke's  own  ignorance  of  farming  matters  ;  small  parties 
of  farmers  were  annually  invited  to  discuss  agricultural  topics  at 
his  house  and  aid  him  with  their  practical  advice.  Before  many 
years  had  passed,  the  gatherings  had  grown  larger,  and  Coke  had 
become  a  teacher  aa  well  as  a  learner.    The  Holkham  sheep- 
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shearing  in  June,  1806  is  deacribed  in  the  Fcurmer^s  Magazine  ^  in 
the  stilted  language  of  the  day,  as  *'  the  happy  resort  of  the  most 
distinguished  patrons  and  amateurs  of  Georgia  employments."  In 
1818  open  house  was  kept  at  Holkham  for  a  week ;  hundreds  of 
persons  assembled  from  all  parts  of  Great  Britain,  the  Continent, 
and  America.  The  mornings  were  spent  in  inspecting  the  land  and 
the  stock  ;  at  three  o'clock,  six  hundred  persons  sate  down  to  din- 
ner ;  the  rest  of  each  day  was  spent  in  discussion,  toasts,  and 
speeches.  The  Emperor  of  Russia  sent  a  special  representative, 
and  among  the  learners  was  Erskine,  who  abandoned  the  study  of 
Ck)ke  at  Westminster  Hall  to  gather  the  wisdom  of  his  namesake 
at  Holkham.  At  the  sheepHshearings,  yeac  after  year,  were  col- 
lected practical  and  theoretic€d  agriculturists,  farmers  from  every 
district,  breeders  of  every  kind  of  stock,  who  compared  notes  and 
exchanged  experiences.  In  many  other  parts  of  England  similar 
meetings  were  held  by  great  landlords,  Uke  the  Duke  of  Bedford  at 
Wobum,*  or  Lord  Egremont  at  Petworth,  who  in  their  own  localities 
were  carrying  on  the  same  work  as  Coke. 

At  Holkham  and  Wobum  sheep-shearings,  both  landlords  and 
farmers  were  learners ;  both  required  to  be  educated  in  the  new 
principles  of  their  altered  business.  It  was  by  no  means  uncommon 
to  find  landlords  who  prevented  progress  by  refusing  to  let  land 
except  at  will,  or  bound  their  tenants  by  restrictive  covenants  to 
foUow  obsolete  practices.  There  was,  moreover,  a  tendency  among 
the  land-owning  class  to  expect  from  rent-paying  tenants  a  greater 
outlay  on  the  land  than  a  farmer's  capital  could  bear  or  an  occupier 
was  justified  in  making.  The  question  of  improvements  had  not 
yet  assumed  the  complicated  forms  which  have  developed  under 
modem  agricultural  methods.  But  it  had  already  been  raised  in 
the  simpler  shape.  The  liability  for  improvements  of  a  permanent 
character  required  to  be  defined ;  no  distinction  was  yet  drawn 
between  changes  which  added  some  lasting  benefit  to  the  holding 
and  those  whose  effects  were  exhausted  within  the  limits  of  a  brief 
occupation.  Expenditure  which  might  legitimately  be  borne  by 
landlords  was  often  demanded  from  tenants  at  will  or  even  from  year 
to  year.  Thousands  of  acres  still  lay  unproductive  because  owners 
looked  to  occupiers  for  the  reclamation  of  waste,  the  drainage  of 

1  Fcurmer^a  Magcuine,  August,  1806. 

^For  a  description  of  a  Wobum  sheep-shearing,  or  "this  truly  rational 
Agricultural  Fete,"  see  Fanner's  Magazine  for  July,  1800. 
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swamps,  or  an  embankment  against  floods.  It  was  one  of  the 
lessons  which  were  taught  by  the  agricultuial  depression  after  the 
peace  of  1815  that  landowners  must  find  the  money  for  lasting 
improvements  effected  on  their  property. 

That  farmers  should  have  realised  the  possibility  of  improving 
traditional  practices  was  a  great  step  in  advance.  The  new  race 
of  men,  who  were  b^^inning  to  occupy  land,  were  better  educated, 
commanded  more  capital,  were  more  open  to  new  ideas  and  more 
enterprising  than  their  predecessors.  Their  holdings  were  larger, 
and  offered  greater  scope  for  energy  and  experiment.  The  Reporters 
to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  on  Northumberland  (1805)  lay  stress 
on  the  size  of  the  farms,  and  on  the  spirit  of  enterprise  and  in- 
dependence which  now  animated  the  tenants.  "  Scarcely  a  year 
passes  without  some  of  them  making  extensive  tours  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  examining  modes  of  culture,  of  purchasing  or  hiring  the 
most  improved  breeds  of  stock,  and  seeing  the  operations  of  new- 
invented  and  most  useful  implements."  The  Reporter  on  Middle- 
sex (1798)  emphasises  the  stagnation  of  farming  among  small 
occupiers.  "  It  is  rather  the  larger  farmers  and  yeomen,  or  men 
who  occupy  their  own  land,  that  mostly  introduce  improvements 
in  the  practice  of  agriculture,  and  that  uniformly  grow  much 
greater  crops  of  com,  and  produce  more  beef  and  mutton  per  acre 
than  others  of  a  smaller  capital."  The  Oxfordshire  Reporter  (1809) 
says  :  *'  If  you  go  into  Banbury  market  next  Thursday,  you  may 
distinguish  the  farmers  from  enclosures  from  those  from  open 
fields  ;  quite  a  different  sort  of  men  ;  the  farmers  as  much  changed 
as  their  husbandry — quite  new  men,  in  point  of  knowledge  and 
ideas."  Elsewhere  in  the  same  Report, — ^it  is  Arthur  Young  who 
writes,— occurs  the  following  passage :  The  Oxfordshire  farmers 
^'  are  now  in  the  period  of  a  great  change  in  their  ideas,  knowledge, 
practice,  and  other  circumstances.  Enclosing  to  a  greater  pro- 
portional amount  than  in  almost  any  other  county  in  the  kingdom, 
has  changed  the  men  as  much  as  it  has  improved  the  country ;  they 
are  now  in  the  ebullition  of  this  change ;  a  vast  amelioration  has 
been  wrought,  and  is  workiog ;  and  a  great  deal  of  ignorance  and 
barbarity  remains.  The  Goths  and  Vandals  of  open-fields  touch 
the  civilisation  of  enclosures.  Men  have  been  taught  to  think, 
and  till  that  moment  arrives,  nothing  can  be  done  effectively. 
When  I  passed  from  the  conversation  of  the  farmers  I  was  recom- 
mended to  call  on,  to  that  of  men  whom  chance  threw  in  my  way. 
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I  seemed  to  have  lost  a  oentuiy  in  time,  or  to  have  moved  a  thousand 
miles  in  a  day.  Liberal  oommonioation,  the  result  of  enlarged  ideas, 
was  contrasted  with  a  dark  ignorance  under  the  covert  of  wise 
suspicions ;  a  sullen  reserve  lest  landlords  should  be  rendered  too 
knowing,  and  false  information  given  under  the  hope  that  it 
might  deceive,  were  in  such  opposition,  that  it  was  easy  to  see 
the  cJiange,  however  it  might  work,  had  not  done  its  business.  The 
old  open-field  school  must  die  off  before  new  ideas  can  become 
generally  rooted."  In  Lincolnshire,  in  the  early  years  of  George 
m.,  Arthur  Young  had  found  few  points  in  the  management  of 
arable  land  which  did  not  merit  condemnation.  The  progress, 
which  he  noted  as  Reporter  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  in  1799, 
was  largely  due  to  the  changed  character  of  the  farmers.  *'  I  have 
not,"  he  says,  *'  seen  a  set  more  liberal  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom. 
Industrious,  active,  enlightened,  free  from  all  foolish  and  expensive 
show,  .  .  .  they  live  comfcNrtably  and  hospitably,  as  good  farmers 
ought  to  live ;  and  in  my  opinion  are  remarkably  void  of  those 
rooted  prejudices  which  sometimes  are  reasonably  objected  to  this 
race  of  men.  I  met  with  many  who  had  mounted  their  nags,  and 
quitted  their  homes  purposely  to  examine  other  parts  of  the  king- 
dom ;  had  done  it  with  enlarged  views,  and  to  the  benefit  of  their 
own  cultivation." 


CHAPTER  XL 

OPEN-MELD  FARMS  AND  PASTURE  COMMONS 

(1793  -1816). 

Condition  of  open-field  arable  land  and  pasture  oommons  as  described  by  the 
Reportem  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  1793-1815 ;  <1)  The  North  and 
North- Western  District ;  (2)  West  Midland  and  South- Western  District ; 
(3)  South-Eastem  and  Midland  District ;  (4)  Eastern  and  North-Eastern 
District ;  (6)  the  Fens  ;  the  cumulative  effect  of  the  evidence ;  procedure 
under  private  Enclosure  Acts  ;  its  defects  and  cost ;  the  General  enclosure 
Act  of  1801 ;  the  Inclosure  Commissioners ;  the  new  Board  of  Agriculture. 

It  might  perhaps  be  supposed  that  in  1793  the  agricultural  defects 
of  the  ancient  system  of  open  arable  fields  and  common  pasture 
had  been  remedied  by  experience ;  that  open-field  farmers  had 
shared  in  the  general  progress  of  farming ;  that  time  alone  was 
needed  to  raise  them  to  the  higher  level  of  an  improved  standard  ; 
that,  therefore,  enclosures  had  ceased  to  be  an  economic  necessity. 
In  1773,  an  important  Act  of  Parliament  had  been  passed,^  which 
attempted  to  help  open-field  farmers  in  adapting  their  inconvenient 
system  of  occupation  to  the  improved  practices  of  recent  agriculture. 
Three-fourths  of  the  partners  in  village-farms  were  empowered, 
with  the  consent  of  the  landowner  and  the  titheowner,  to  appoint 
field-reeves,  and  through  them  to  regulate  and  improve  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  open  arable  fields.  But  any  arrangement  made  under 
these  powers  was  only  to  last  six  years,  and,  partly  for  this  reason, 
the  Act  seems  to  have  been  from  the  first  almost  a  dead  letter. 
At  Hunmanby,  on  the  wolds  of  the  East  Biding  of  Yorkshire,* 
the  provisions  of  the  Act  were  certcdnly  put  in  force,  and  it  is 

>  13  Geo.  ni.  c.  81. 

'  Isaac  Leatham's  Qenerai  View  of  the  AgrieuUttre  of  the  Eati  Riding  of  Tort- 
§hire  (1704),  p.  45.  Thomas  Stone,  in  his  8uggeHkm$  for  Rendering  the  In- 
eloeure  of  Common  Fields  and  Watte  Lands  a  source  of  Poptdation  and  Riehee 
(1787),  says  that  he  knew  of  no  instance  in  which  the  Act  had  been  put  in 
force. 
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possible  that  it  was  also  applied  at  Wilburton  in  Cambridgeshire. 
With  these  exceptions,  little,  if  any,  use  seems  to  have  been  made 
of  a  well-intentioned  piece  of  legislation. 

Small  progress  had  in  fact  been  made  among  the  cultivators  of 
open-fields.  Here  and  there,  the  new  spirit  of  agricultural  enter- 
prise had  influenced  the  occupiers  of  village  farms.  In  rare  instances 
improved  practices  were  introduced.  But  the  demand  for  increased 
food  supplies  had  become,  as  our  ancestors  were  experiencing,  too 
pressing  for  delay.  Any  continuous  series  of  adverse  seasons  created 
a  real  scarcity  of  bread,  and  more  than  once  during  the  Napoleonic 
wars,  famine  was  at  the  door.  Unless  food  could  be  produced  at 
home,  it  could  not  be  obtained  elsewhere.  An  extension  of  the 
cultivated  area  was  the  quickest  means  of  adding  to  production. 
Agricidturists  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century  were  convinced 
that  no  adequate  increase  in  the  produce  of  the  soil  could  be  obtained, 
unless  open-field  farms  were  broken  up,  and  the  commons  brought 
into  more  profitable  cultivation.  If  they  were  right  in  that  belief, 
the  great  agricultural  change  was  justified,  which  established  the 
uniform  system  with  which  we  are  familiar  to-day.  The  point  is 
one  of  the  greatest  importance.  The  uncritical  praises  lavished 
by  sixteenth  and  seventeenth  century  travellers  on  open-field 
farming  are  of  little  value  because  they  had  no  higher  standard 
with  which  to  compare  its  results.  Such  a  standard  had  now  been 
to  some  extent  created.  It  may  therefore  be  useful  to  illustrate, 
from  the  contemporary  records  supplied  by  the  Reports  to  the 
Board  of  Agriculture,^  the  condition  of  open  arable  land  and  of 
pasture-commons  in  the  years  1793-1815.  The  material  is  arranged 
according  to  the  four  districts  into  which,  for  statistical  purposes, 
the  English  counties  are  usually  divided.  The  cumulative  force  of 
the  evidence  is  great.  But  some  of  it  relates  to  wastes  which  were 
not  attached  to  village  farms,  although  common  of  pasture  and 
fuel  was  often  claimed  over  the  area  by  the  inhabitants  of  the 
neighbourhood.    As  to  the  reliability  of  the  whole  evidence,  it 

^  The  Reports  to  the  Board  are  extant  in  two  forma.  The  quarto  editions 
were  drafts,  intended  for  private  circulation  and  for  correction  by  practical 
•agriculturists  belonging  to  the  district  under  survey.  They  all  belong  to 
the  years  1793-94-95.  The  octavo  editions  are  the  Reports  in  their  final 
form.  They  were  published  at  various  dates,  ranging  from  1796  in  the  case 
of  Holt's  LancoBhire,  to  1816  when  Quayle^s  Ghannd  lakmds  was  issued.  In 
some  cases  the  Reports  are  practically  the  same  in  their  draft  and  final  forms. 
Sometimes,  on  the  other  hand,  they  were  re-written  by  other  Reporters  with 
scarcely  any  reference  to  the  original  Survey. 

P 
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would  be  only  fair  to  add  that  the  Reporters  were  not  likely  to  be 
prejudiced  in  favour  of  open-field  farms  or  unappropriated  oonunons. 
1.  In  the  Norik  and  North-Western  DiaHei,  enclosure  had  gone  on 
apace  since  1770.  In  Northumberland,  for  instance  (1805),  very 
little  common  land  was  left  which  could  be  made  profitable  under 
the  plough.  120,000  acres  were  said  to  have  been  enclosed  *'  in 
the  last  thirty  years."  ^  In  Durham,  it  is  stated  that  **  the  lands, 
or  common  fields  of  townships,  were  for  the  most  part  inclosed 
soon  after  the  Restoration."  The  Reporter  laments  *'  that  in  some 
of  the  rich  parts  of  the  county,  particularly  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  the  capital  of  it,  large  quantities  of  land  should  still  lie  totally 
deprived  of  the  benefit  of  oidtivation,  in  commons ;  and  that 
ancient  indosures,  by  being  subject  to  the  perverse  custom  of 
intercommon,  be  prevented  from  that  degree  of  fertilization,  to 
which  the  easy  opportunity  of  procuring  manure,  in  most  cases, 
woidd  certainly  soon  carry  the  improvement  of  them ;  in  their 
present  state,  little  or  no  benefit  is  derived  to  any  perscm  what- 
soever, entitled  either  to  common,  or  intercommon,  from  the  use 
of  them."*  The  waste  lands  of  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire* 
are  calculated  at  265,000  acres  capable  of  cultivation.  The  Reporter 
proposes  to  **  add  to  these  the  common  fields  which  are  also  exten- 
sive, and  susceptible  of  as  much  improvement  as  the  wastes."  The 
man  on  inclosed  land  "  has  not  the  vis  inertiae  of  his  stupid  neighbour 
to  contend  with  him,  before  he  can  commence  any  alteration  in  his 
management  ...  he  is  completely  master  of  his  land,  which,  in 
its  open  state,  is  only  half  his  own.  This  is  strongly  evident  in  the 
cultivation  of  turnips,  or  other  vegetables  for  the  winter  consump- 
tion of  cattle ;  they  are  constantly  cultivated  in  inclosures,  when 
they  are  never  thought  of  in  the  open  fields  in  some  parts."  In 
the  North  Riding  *'  few  open  or  common  fields  now  remain,  nearly 
the  whole  having  long  been  inclosed."  *  But  on  the  commons  the 
practice  of  surcharging  is  said  to  have  increased  to  **  an  alarming 
degree."  It  had  become  a  frequent  custom  for  persons,  often 
dwelling  in  distant  townships,  to  take  single  fields  which  were 
entitled  to  common  rights,  and  stock  the  commons  with  an  excessive 
quantity  of  cattle.    In  Cumberland  (1794),*  there  were  still  150,000 

^  Notihumberkmd,  by  J.  Bailey  and  O.  Cnlley  (3fd  editioii,  1806),  p.  186. 

*  Granger's  Durham  (1794),  p.  44. 

•  Brown's  WeH  Bidmg  of  TorkMre  (1790),  pp.  131,  133. 
«  Take's  NorO^  Bidmg  (1800),  pp.  90»  199. 

»  OumbeHtmd,  by  J.  Bailey  and  O.  Cnlley  (1794),  pp.  909,  915,  986. 
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acres  of  improvable  common,  which  were  "  generally  oveistocked/' 
**  No  improvement  of  bieed  was  possible,  while  a  man's  ewes  mixed 
promiscuonsly  with  his  neighbour's  flocks."  Theie  weie  "few 
commons  but  have  parts  which  are  liable  to  rot,  nor  can  the  sheep 
be  prevented  from  depasturing  it."  "If  any  part  of  the  flock 
had  the  scab  or  other  infectious  disease,  there  was  no  means  of 
preventing  it  from  spreading."  A  large  part  of  these  commons 
was  good  corn-land  ;  if  enclosed,  and  part  ploughed  for  grain  crops, 
not  only  would  there  be  an  increased  supply  of  com,  but,  instead 
of  "  the  ill-formed,  poor,  starved,  meagre  animals  that  depasture 
it  at  present,"  there  might  be  "  an  abundant  supply  of  fat  mutton 
sent  to  our  big  towns."  In  Cheshire  (1794),^  there  were  said  to 
be  of  "conmion  fields,  probably  not  so  much  as  1000  acres." 
Staffordshire  *  in  1808  contained  little  more  than  1000  acres  of  open- 
fields,  which  "  are  generally  imperfectly  cultivated,  and  exhausted 
by  hard  tillage."  Since  the  reduction  of  their  area,  the  general 
produce  of  the  county  is  stated  to  be  greater,  the  stock  better,  and 
the  rent  higher  by  6s.  an  acre.  The  county  was  "  emerging  out  of 
barbarism."  But,  thirty  years  before,  on  some  of  the  "  best  land 
of  the  county,"  the  rotation  had  been  "  (1)  fallow ;  (2)  wheat ; 
(3)  barley ;  (4)  oats ;  and  often  oats  repeated,  and  then  left  to 
Nature ;  the  worst  lands  left  to  pasture  and  spontaneous  rubbish  ; 
turnips  and  artificial  grasses  scarcely  at  all  known  in  farming." 
In  Derbyshire  '  (1811),  a  list  of  the  thirteen  open  arable  fields  which 
remained  is  given.  "  Many  of  them,"  says  the  Reporter,  "  must 
remain  in  their  present  open,  unproductive,  and  disgraceful  state, 
(though  principally  in  the  best  stratum  in  the  County)  "  owing  to 
the  expense  of  enclosure.  There  were,  however,  still  thirty-six 
open  commons,  such  as  Elmton,  with  its  **  deep  cart-ruts,  and 
every  other  species  of  injury  and  n^lect  that  can,  perhaps  be 
shown  on  useful  land  ;  part  of  it  has  been  ploughed  at  no  distant 
period,  as  completely  exhausted  as  could  be,  and  then  resigned  to 
Weeds  and  Paltry  "  ;  or  HoUington,  which,  '*  though  overgrown 
with  Rushes  through  neglect,  is  on  a  rich  Red  Marl  soil " ;  or 
Roston,  *'  miserably  carted  on,  cut  up,  and  in  want  of  Draining ; 
in  wet  seasons  it  generally  rots  the  sheep  depastured  on  it ; . . .  pro- 
bably injurious,  rather  than  beneficial,  in  its  present  state,  both  to 
the  Parishioners  and  the  Public." 

^  Wedge's  OhsMre  (1794),  p.  8.       >  Pitt's  StaffordMn  (1808)»  pp.  18, 61, 318. 
•  Faiejr's  DerbyMrt  (1818),  voL  ii  p.  77. 
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2.  In  the  West  Midland  and  Souih-WeaUm  DiaHei,  Shropshire 
(1794)  ^  *'  does  not  contain  mnoh  common  field  Isnds,  most  of  these 
having  been  formerly  enclosed,  and  before  acts  of  parliament  for 
that  purpose  were  in  use ;  but  the  inconvenience  of  the  property 
being  detached  and  intermixed  in  small  paicels,  is  severely  felt, 
as  is  also  the  inconvenience  of  having  the  farm  buildings  in  villages/* 
There  still  remained  large  commons  of  which  the  largest  were  Glim 
Forest  and  Morfe  Common,  near  Bridgnorth.  The  Reporter 
strongly  advocates  their  enclosure.  "  The  idea  of  leaving  them  in 
their  unimproved  state,  to  bear  chiefly  gorse  bushes,  and  fern,  is 
now  completely  scouted,  except  by  a  very  few,  who  have  falsely 
conceived  that  the  inclosing  of  them  is  an  injury  to  the  poor ;  but 
if  those  persons  had  seen  as  much  of  the  contrary  effects  in  that 
respect  as  I  have,  I  am  fully  persuaded  their  opposition  would 
at  once  cease.  Let  those  who  doubt,  go  round  the  commons  now 
open,  and  view  the  miserable  huts,  and  poor,  ill-cidtivated,  im- 
poverished spots  erected,  or  rather  throum  together,  and  inclosed  by 
themselves,  for  which  they  pay  6d.  or  Is.  per  year,  which,  by  loss 
of  time  both  to  the  man  and  his  family,  affords  them  a  very 
trifle  towards  their  maintenance,  yet  operates  upon  their  minds 
as  a  sort  of  independence ;  this  idea  leads  the  man  to  lose  many 
days  work  by  which  he  gets  a  habit  of  indolence  ;  a  daughter  kept 
at  home  to  milk  a  poor  half -starved  cow,  who  being  open  to  tempta- 
tions, soon  turns  harlot,  and  becomes  a  distressed,  ignorant  mother, 
instead  of  making  a  good  useful  servant." 

Herefordshire^  (1794)  contained  a  great  number  of  open-field 
farms,  occupying  some  of  "  the  best  land  of  the  county,"  and 
pursuing  the  ''  invariable  rotation  of  (1)  fallow,  (2)  wheat,  (3)  pease 
or  oats,  and  then  fallow  again."  Speaking  of  the  waste  lands  at 
the  foot  of  the  Black  Mountains  above  the  Golden  Valley,  the 
Reporter  says :  '*  I  do  appeal  to  such  gentlemen  as  have  often 
served  on  Grand  Juries  in  this  county,  whether  they  have  not  had 
more  felons  brought  before  them  from  that  than  from  any  other 
quarter  of  the  county."  He  attributes  this  lawlessness  to  the 
right,  which  the  cottager  possessed  in  virtue  of  his  arable  holding, 
of  turning  out  stock  on  the  hills,  and  to  the  encouragement  which 
this  right  afforded  him  of  living  by  any  means  other  than  his 
labour. 

1  Bi8hton*8  Shrapshdre  (1794),  pp.  8,  24. 
3  Clark's  Herefdrdthire  (1794),  pp.  69,  28. 
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Woroeeterahire  ^  (1794)  contained  from  10,000  to  20,000  acres  of 
WMTtes,  *'  in  general  depastured  by  a  miserable  breed  of  sheep, 
belonging  to  the  adjoining  cottagers  and  occupiers,  placed  there 
for  the  sake  of  their  fleeces,  the  meat  of  which  seldom  reaches  the 
market,  a  third  fleece  being  mostly  the  last  return  they  live  to 
make."  Yet,  adds  the  Reporter,  ""  most  of  the  common  or  waste 
land  is  capable  of  being  converted  into  tillage  of  the  first  quality." 
Considerable  tracts  still  lay  in  open-fields,  especially  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Bredon,  Ripple,  and  to  the  east  of  Worcester.  "  The 
advantages  from  inclosing  common  fields  .  .  .  have  been  very 
considerable ; .  . .  the  rent  has  alwajrs  risen,  and  mostly  in  a  very 
great  proportion  ;  the  increase  of  produce  is  very  great,  the  value 
of  stock  has  advanced  ahnost  beyond  conception ;  .  .  .  indeed  it 
is  in  indosures  alone,  that  any  improvement  in  the  line  of  breeding 
in  general  can  be  made."  Speaking  of  the  district  towards  the 
Oloucestershire  border,  it  is  stated  that  "  the  lands  being  in  com* 
mon  fields,  and  property  much  intermixed,  there  can  be  of  course 
but  little  experimental  husbandry ;  being,  by  custom,  tied  down 
to  three  crops  and  a  fallow.  .  .  .  The  mixture  of  property  in  our 
fields  prevents  our  land  being  drained,  and  one  negligent  farmer, 
from  not  opening  his  drains,  will  frequently  flood  the  lands  of  ten 
that  lie  above,  to  the  very  great  loss  of  his  neighbours  and  com- 
munity at  large.  Add  to  this,  that  although  our  lands  are  naturally 
well  adapted  to  the  breed  of  sheep,  yet  the  draining  etc.  is  so  little 
attended  to  in  general,  that,  out  of  at  least  1000  sheep,  annually 
pastured  in  our  open  fields,  not  more  than  forty,  on  an  average,  are 
annually  drawn  out  for  slaughter,  or  other  uses  ;  infectious  disorders, 
rot,  scab,  etc.  sweep  them  ofiF,  which  would  not  be  the  case  if  property 
were  separated."  Of  the  pasture  commons,  it  is  said  that  they  are 
**  overstocked,"  ''  produce  a  beggarly  breed  of  sheep,"  and  ''  are 
of  little  or  no  value."  Again,  it  is  stated  that,  where  enclosures 
*'  have  been  completed  fifteen  or  twenty  years,  property  is  trebled  ; 
the  lands  drained  ;  and  if  the  land  has  not  been  converted  into 
pasture,  the  produce  of  grain  very  much  increased ;  where  converted 
into  pasture,  the  stock  of  sheep  and  cattle  wonderfully  improved. 
Where  there  are  large  commons,  advantages  are  innumerable, 
to  population  as  weU  as  cultivation,  and  instead  of  a  horde  of 
pilferers,  you  obtain  a  skilful  race,  as  well  of  mechanics  as  other 
labourers." 

^  Pomeroy's  WoreeHerMre  (1794),  pp.  17,  16,  App.  pp.  2,  3,  5. 


230     OPEN-FEELD  VARUS  AND  PASTURE  COMMONS 

In  Gloaoesteishiie  ^  (1794)  oommon  fields  and  common  meadows 
still  prevailed  over  extensive  districts.  Of  the  Gotswold  district 
the  Reporter  says :  **  probably  no  part  of  the  kingdom  has  been 
more  improved  within  the  last  forty  years  than  the  Gotswold  Hills. 
The  first  inclosores  are  about  that  standing  ;  but  the  greater  part 
are  of  a  later  date.  Three  parishes  are  now  inclosing ;  and  ont  of 
about  thirteen,  which  still  remain  in  the  common  field  state,  two, 
I  understand,  are  taking  the  requisite  measures  for  anindosure :  the 
advantages  are  great,  rent  more  than  doubled,  the  produce  of  every 
kind  proportionably  increased."  Of  the  Vale  of  Gloucester  he 
says :  **  I  know  one  acre  which  is  divided  into  eight  lands,  and 
spread  over  a  large  common  field,  so  that  a  man  must  travel  two 
or  three  miles  to  visit  it  all.  But  though  this  is  a  remarkable 
instance  of  minute  division,  yet,  it  takes  place  to  such  a  degree,  as 
very  much  to  impede  all  the  processes  of  husbandry.  But  this  is 
not  the  worst ;  the  lands  shooting  different  ways,  some  serve  as 
headlands  to  turn  on  in  ploughing  others ;  and  frequently  when 
the  good  manager  has  sown  his  com,  and  it  is  come  up,  his  slovenly 
neighbour  turns  upon  it,  and  cuts  up  more  for  him,  than  his  own  is 
worth.  It  likewise  makes  one  occupier  subservient  to  another  in 
cropping  his  land ;  and  in  water  furrowing,  one  sloven  may  keep 
the  water  on,  and  poison  the  lands  of  two  or  three  industrious 
neighbours.'*  Lot  meadows  were  numerous  in  the  county,  on  which 
the  herbage  was  common  after  hay-making.  Several  tracts  such 
as  Corse  Lawn,  Huntley  and  Qorsley  Commons  were  practically 
wastes,  "  not  only  of  very  little  real  utility,  but  productive  of  one 
very  great  nuisance,  that  of  the  erection  of  cottages  by  idle  and 
dissolute  people,  sometimes  from  the  neighbourhood,  and  sometimes 
strangers.  The  chief  building  materials  are  store-poles,  stolen  from 
the  neighbouring  woods.  These  cottages  are  seldom  or  never  the 
abode  of  honest  industry,  but  serve  for  harbour  to  poachers  and 
thieves  of  all  descriptions."  Li  the  Vale  of  Tewkesbury  the  common 
fields  were  *'  very  subject  to  rot.  .  •  •  Though  it  is  reckoned  they 
(farmers)  lose  their  fiocks  once  in  three  3rears  on  average,  there  is  a 
considerable  quantity  kept,  the  farmers  being  persuaded  they  could 
not  raise  com  without  them.  The  arable  fields  after  harvest  are 
stocked  without  stint.  When  spring  seedtime  commences,  they 
are  confined  to  the  fallow  quarter  of  the  field,  and  stinted  in  pro* 
portion  to  the  properties ;  they  are  folded  every  night,  and  kept 

s  TuroM*%  CfhueuierMtr9  (1704),  pp.  10,  39,  49. 
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80  hard,  that  soaioe  a  blade  of  grass  or  even  a  thistle  esoapes  them ; 
and  this  management  is  thought  essentiaUy  neoessary,  especially 
on  the  stiff  soils,  to  keep  them  in  good  order,  saoh  soils  bdng  too 
hard  to  plough  in  very  dry  weather,  and,  of  course,  not  eligible  in 
wet.  The  grass  and  weeds,  without  this  expedient,  would  often 
get  so  much  ahead  as  not  to  be  afterwards  conquered/' 

Another  agricultural  Report  on  Gloucestershire^  was  presented 
in  1807.  The  Reporter  mentions  that,  in  the  reign  of  George  HE., 
**  more  than  seventy  Acts  have  passed  the  Parliament  for  inclosing 
or  laying  into  severalty."  **  By  these  proceedings,  the  landlord 
and  occupier  are  benefited ;  the  former  in  an  advance  of  rent,  the 
latter  in  the  increase  of  crops.  On  the  Ck)tswolds,  many  thousand 
acres  are  brought  into  cultivati<m,  which  before  were  productive 
of  little  more  than  furze  and  a  few  scanly  blades  of  grass.  In  the 
VaJe,  by  the  indosure  of  common  fields,  lands  have  been  laid 
together,  and  rescued  from  the  immemorial  custom,  or  routine  of 
crops— wheat,  beans,  and  fallow  ;  and  the  fanners  have  found,  to 
their  great  advantage,  that  clover,  vetches  and  turnips  may  be 
raised  in  the  fallow  year,  which  was  before  attended  only  with 
labour  and  expense."  The  Reporter  enumerates  five  advantages 
resulting  from  enclosure  of  common  field  farms  :-^l)  an  increase 
of  crops  and  rent ;  (2)  the  commutation  of  tithes  ;  (3)  the  drainage 
of  the  land ;  (4)  the  removal  of  the  injury  and  cause  of  disputes 
occasioned  by  turning  on  the  head-  and  fore-lands  of  neighbours ; 
(5)  the  encouragement  of  population.  Of  the  advantages  of  enclos- 
ing common  pastures  or  wastes  he  is  equally  convinced ;  '*  the 
common  or  waste  lands  in  the  Vale  are  seldom  stinted  to  a  definite 
quantity  of  stock  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  acres  occupied ; 
but  the  cottager  claims  by  custom  to  stock  equally  with  the  largest 
landholder.  It  is  justiy  questioned  whether  any  profit  accrues  to 
either  from  the  depasturing  of  sheep,  since  the  waste  commons, 
being  under  no  agricultural  management,  are  usually  poisoned  by 
stagnated  water,  which  corrupts  or  renders  unwholesome  the 
herbage,  producing  rot,  and  other  diseases  in  the  miserable  animals 
that  are  turned  adrift  to  seek  their  food  there."  Since  1794  Corse 
CSommon  had  been  enclosed.  From  the  results  the  Reporter  of  1807 
illustrates  some  of  the  benefits  of  enclosure.  "  The  supposed 
advantages  derived  by  cottagers,  in  having  food  for  a  few  sheep  and 
geese  on  a  neighbouring  common,  have  usually  been  brought  for- 

>  Radge's  CfkmMtlm'MtB  (1807)*  pp.  89, 160. 
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wacd  Bs  objections  to  the  enclosing  system.  This  question  was  mnch 
agitated  with  regard  to  the  inclosure  of  Cbrse  Chaoe  in  thia 
comity ;  but  if  the  present  state  and  appearance  of  it,  since  the 
inclosure  in  1796,  be  contrasted  to  what  it  was  before,  or  its  present 
produce  of  com  to  the  sheep  that  used  to  run  over  it,  little  doubt 
can  remain  of  the  advantageous  result  in  favour  of  the  community ; 
1350  acres  of  wet  and  rushy  waste  were  inclosed,  and,  in  the  first 
year  of  cultivation,  the  produce  was  calculated  at  20,250  bushels, 
of  wheat,  or  of  some  other  crop  in  equal  proportion.  If  it  could 
even  be  proved  that  some  cottagers  were  deprived  of  a  few  trifling 
advantages,  yet  the  small  losses  of  individuals  ought  not  to  stand 
in  the  way  of  certain  improvements  on  a  large  scale."  The  Reporter 
also  quotes  two  Cotswold  parishes,  formerly  open-fields,  but  now 
enclosed,  as  examples  of  increased  produce.  In  Aldsworth,  the 
annual  produce  of  com  rose  from  720  quarters  to  2300  quarters  ; 
in  Eastington,  it  increased  from  690  quarters  to  2100  quarters. 
He  adds  that  enclosures  encouraged  labour.  "Labourers,  who 
formerly  were  under  the  necessity  of  seeking  employment  in  London 
and  other  places,  now  find  it  in  sufficient  quantity  at  home  in 
their  respective  parishes." 

In  Somersetshire  ^  (1797)  the  two  largest  districts  of  waste  land 
were  the  Brent  Marsh  and  King's  Sedgmpor.  The  Reporter 
describes  the  Brent  Marsh  as  a  country  which  had  "  been  hereto- 
fore much  neglected,  probably  oh  account  of  the  stagnant  waters, 
and  unwholesome  air.  But  of  late  many  efforts  have  been  made 
to  improve  the  soil,  by  draining  and  enclosing,  under  a  variety  of 
Acts  of  Parliament.  The  benefit  resulting  therefrom  has  Been 
astonishing."  The  total  area  was  over  20,000  acres,  of  which 
many  thousands,  '*  heretofore  overflown  .  .  .  and  of  little  ot  no 
value,  are  become  fine  grazing  and  daiiy  lands."  Besides  tho 
general  improvement  to  the  health  of  the  district,  '^scarcely  a 
farmer  can  now  be  found  who  does  not  possess  a  considerable  landed 
property ;  and  many  whose  fathers  lived  in  idleness  and  sloth,  oa 
the  precarious  support  of  a  few  half -starved  cows,  or  a  few  limping 
geese,  are  now  in  affluence."  On  the  South  Marsh,  chiefly  formed 
by  the  river  Parret,  ''  near  thirty  thousand  acres  of  fine  land  ar& 
frequently  overflown  for  a  considerable  time  together,  rendering 
the  herbage  unwholesome  for  the  cattle,  and  the  air  unhealthy  to 
the  inhabitants."    An  Act  of  ParUament  had  been  recently  (1791) 

^  BilliDg8ley*fl  SomtrweUMrt  (1797),  pp.  167-73,  188. 
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obtained  for  draiiiiiig  a  portion  of  this  fen  called  King's  Sedgmoor, 
containing  *'  about  20,000  acres." 

The  Dorsetshire^  commons  in  1794  were  *' generally  overrun 
with  furze  and  ant-hills,"  worth  8s.  an  acre  unenclosed,  but ''  highly 
proper  to  cidtiyate,  and,  if  converted,  would  be  worth  from  18s. 
to  208.  an  acre."  A  second  Report  on  Dorsetshire  was  issued  in 
1812.^  The  Reporter  calls  attention  to  the  *'  half  year  meads." 
One  person  has  the  hay,  and  another  person  the  "'  after-shear." 
These  meadows  were  not  near  commonable  fields,  and  the  origin 
of  the  claim  is  not  clear.  Obviously,  neither  of  the  persons  who 
shared  the  produce  was  likely  to  attempt  to  improve  the  herbage. 

In  Wiltshire  '  (1794)  the  Reporter  fixes  on  four  disadvantages  of 
open-field  husbandry :  (1)  the  obligation  to  plough  and  crop  all 
soils  alike ;  (2)  the  impossibility  of  improving  sheep  ;  (3)  the  diffi- 
culty of  raising  food  for  their  winter  keep  ;  (4)  the  expense,  trouble, 
and  excessive  number  of  horses  required  to  cultivate  detached 
dispersed  lands.  On  the  south-east  side  of  the  county  lay  a  con- 
siderable tract  of  open-fields,  and  in  the  north-west,  in  the 
centre  of  the  richest  land  of  the  district,  were  scattered  numerous 
commons.  The  open  arable  fields  are  said  to  be  in  *'  a  very 
bad  state  of  husbandry,"  and  the  common  pastures  in  a  *'  very 
neglected  unimproved  "  condition.  *'  There  are,"  says  the  Reporter, 
'*  numerous  instances  in  which  the  common-field  arable  land  lets 
for  less  than  half  the  price  of  the  inclosed  arable  adjoining  ;  and  the 
commons  are  very  seldom  reckoned  worth  anything,  in  valuing  any 
estate  that  has  a  right  on  them."  For  the  last  half-century  very 
little  land  had  been  enclosed,  '*  although  the  improvement  on  the 
lands,  heretofore  inclosed,  has  been  so  very  great."  **  The  reason 
seems  to  have  been  the  very  great  difficulty  and  expence  of  making 
new  roads  in  a  country  naturally  wet  and  deep,  and  where  the  old 
public  roads  were,  till  within  the  last  few  years,  almost  impassable." 
Good  turnpike  roads  had  now  been  introduced ;  villages  were 
energetic  in  repairing  the  approaches  to  them  ;  and  '"  it  is  to  be 
hoped  that  so  great  an  improvement  as  that  of  inclosing  and 
cultivating  the  commonable  lands  will  no  longer  be  neglected." 
The  crying  need  was  the  want  of  drainage.    The  common  pastures 

1  Claridge*s  Dorsetshire  (1793),  p.  43. 

'  Stevenfion's  Dorsetshire  (1812),  p.  307. 

>  Davis'  Wiltshire  (1794),  p.  136.     This  is,  perhaps,  the  best  of  all  the  agri- 
cultural Reports. 
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from  Westbuiy  to  Crioklade  were  in  a  *'  wet  rotten  state/'  depas* 
tared  by  an  ** unprofitable  kind  of  stock/'  bat  ''wanting  only 
inclosing  and  draining  to  make  them  as  good  pastare  land  as  many 
of  the  surioanding  inclosures."  Some  of  the  cold  arable  fields 
would  have  been  maoh  more  valuable  if  tamed  to  pastare,  and,  in 
their  andrained  state,  even  the  driest  were  *'  not  safe  for  sheep  in 
a  wet  autumn." 

3.  From  the  South'BcuUm  and  Midland  Ditltrict  the  evidence  is 
the  fullest,  because  the  district  was  stiU  in  a  great  measure  farmed 
on  the  open-field  system. 

In  Berkshire^  (1794)  there  were  220,000  acres  of  open-fields, 
and  downs,  to  170,000  acres  of  inclosed  land.  Half  of  the  county 
'*  is  still  lying  in  common  fields  ;  and  though  it  is  not  divided  into 
auch  very  small  paroek  as  in  some  other  counties,  the  farmer 
labours  under  all  the  inconvenience  of  commonable  land ;  and  by 
that,  is  withheld  from  improving  or  treating  his  land,  so  as  to 
return  the  produce  which  it  ought  to  do,  if  entire,  and  under  a 
good  course  of  husbandry."  *'  We  generally  see  on  all  the  commons 
and  waste  lands,  a  number  of  miserable  cattle,  sheep,  and  horses, 
which  are  a  disgrace  to  their  respective  breeds,  and  the  cause  of 
many  distempers." 

In  Buckinghamshire'  (1794)  91,906  acres  remained  in  open- 
fields.  The  Reporters  point  out  that  "  the  slovenly  operations  of 
one  man  are  often  of  serious  consequence  to  his  neighbours, 
with  whose  property  his  lands  may  lie,  and  generally  do  lie,  very 
much  intermixed.  Every  one  is  aware  of  the  noxious  quality  of 
weeds,  whose  downy  and  winged  seeds  are  wafted  by  every  wind, 
and  are  deposited  upon  those  lands  which  are  contiguous  to  them  ; 
and  which  before  were  perhaps  as  clean  as  the  nature  of  them 
would  admit,  to  the  manifest  injury  of  the  careful  and  attentive 
fanner.  Inclosures  would,  in  a  certain  degree,  lessen  so  great  an 
evil ;  they  would  also  prevent  the  inroads  of  other  people's  cattie, 
as  particularized  in  the  parish  of  Wendover,  and  in  which  one  man 
held  eighteen  acres  in  thirty-one  different  allotments." 

Oxfordshire  '  in  1794  contained  *'  upwards  of  an  hundred  unin- 
closed  parishes  or  hamlets."  The  Beporter  enumerates  several 
advantages  of  enclosure.    "'  The  first  of  these  is  getting  rid  of  the 

^  Pearoe*s  BerkBhire  (1794),  pp.  13,  49,  59. 

*  Jamee*  and  Malcolm's  BuekinghamMre  (1794),  pp.  38,  6S. 

'  Davia's  OxfardMre  (1794),  pp.  22,  30. 
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xefltriotions  of  the  former  oouree  of  husbandry,  and  appropriating 
each  of  the  various  sorts  of  land  to  that  nse  to  whioh  it  is  best 
adapted.  2.  The  prevention  of  the  loss  of  tune,  both  as  to  labourers 
and  oattby  in  travelling  . . .  from  one  end  of  a  parish  to  another ; 
and  also  in  fetching  the  horses  from  distant  commons  before  they 
go  to  work.  3.  There  is  a  mnoh  better  chance  of  escaping  the 
distempers  to  which  cattle  of  all  kinds  are  Hable  from  being  mixed 
with  those  infected,  particularly  the  scab  in  sheep.  This  circum- 
stance, in  common  fields,  must  operate  as  a  discouragement  to  the 
improvement  of  stock.  ...  5.  The  great  benefit  which  arises 
from  draining  lands,  which  cannot  so  well,  if  at  all,  be  done  on 
single  acres  and  half  acres,  and  would  effectuiJly  prevent  the  rot 
amongst  sheep,  so  very  conmion  in  open  field  land.  6.  Lastly 
the  preventing  of  constant  quarrels,  which  happen  as  well  from  the 
trespasses  of  cattle,  as  by  ploughing  away  from  each  others'  land." 
Otmoor,  near  Islip,  containing  ''about  four  thousand  acres,"  is 
mentioned  as  the  largest  and  most  valuable  tract  of  waste  in  the 
county.  **  This  whole  tract  of  land  lies  so  extremely  flat,  that  the 
water,  in  wet  seasons,  stands  on  it  a  long  time  together,  and  of 
course  renders  it  very  unwholesome  to  the  cattle,  as  well  as  the 
neighbourhood.  The  sheep  are  thereby  subject  to  the  rot,  and  the 
larger  cattle  to  a  disease  called  the  moor  evil.  The  abuses  here 
(as  is  the  case  of  most  commons  where  many  parishes  are  concerned) 
are  very  great,  there  being  no  regular  stint,  but  each  neighbouring 
householder  turns  out  upon  the  moor  what  number  he  pleases. 
There  are  flocks  of  geese  likewise  kept  on  this  common,  by  which 
several  people  gain  a  livelihood." 

In  1809,  Arthur  Toung  reported  on  Oxfordshire,^  where  he 
found  that,  in  proportion  to  its  extent,  more  land  had  been  enclosed 
since  1770  in  the  county  than  in  any  other  part  of  England.  Otmoor 
and  Wychwood  Forest  were  still  unindosed  wastes.  Apart  from 
the  question  of  productiveness,  he  urged  that  the  enclosure  of  the 
latter  district  was  necessary  on  moral  grounds.  "  The  vicinity  is 
filled  with  poachers,  deer-stealers,  thieves,  and  pilferers  of  every 
kind  ;  offences  of  almost  every  description  abound  so  much,  that 
the  offenders  are  a  terror  to  all  quiet  and  weU-disposed  persons ; 
and  Oxford  gaol  would  be  uninhabited,  were  it  not  for  this  fertOe 
source  of  crimes."  Nearly  one  hundred  parishes  still  remained  in 
open-fields.    ''  It  is,"  says  Young,  speaking  of  open-field  practices, 

^  Young's  Oxf&rdMf  (1809),  pp.  S7,  SS6,  S89,  lOS. 
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'*a  weU-known  fact  that  men  have  ploaghed  their  land  in  the 
night  for  the  express  purpose  of  stealing  a  furrow  from  their 
neighbour ;  and  at  all  times  it  is  a  constant  practice  in  some  to 
plough  from  each  other."  *'  I  have  known/'  says  one  of  his 
informants,  '*  years  wherein  not  a  single  sheep  totally  kept  in  the 
open  field  has  escaped  the  rot."  Yet  on  this  same  land,  enclosed 
and  drained,  not  one  sheep  died  from  the  rot  in  nineteen  years. 

In  1770,  the  South  and  East  of  Warwickshire  had  mainly  con- 
sisted of  open-fields.  Now  (1794)  ^  there  still  remained  60,000 
acres.  But  in  1813  *  it  is  reported  that  a  very  small  area  continued 
in  an  unenclosed  state. 

Northamptonshire,*  in  1794,  contained  89  parishes  still  in  open- 
fields.  There  was,  therefore,  '*  above  one  third  of  the  whole 
(county)  by  no  means  in  the  best  state  of  cultivation  of  which  it  is 
susceptible."  The  commons  did  not  ''  yield  pasturage,"  ^*  at  the 
highest  computation,"  which  was  worth  more  than  "  58.  an  acre. 
Indeed,  if  the  calculation  was  fairly  made,  the  occupiers  are  not 
benefited  to  the  extent  of  half  that  sum,  as  the  stock  which  they 
send  to  depasture  upon  these  commons  is  liable  to  so  many  diseases 
and  accidents,  as,  one  year  with  another,  nearly  counterbaJances 
any  advantages  which  can  be  derived  from  possessing  this  right.  . . . 
By  every  information  that  could  be  procured,  it  appears  that  the 
stock  is  not  kept  with  a  view  to  any  profit  that  can  possibly  arise 
from  the  sales,  but  merely  as  the  means  of  cultivating  and  manuring 
the  soil.  Indeed,  long  experience  has  evinced,  that  no  species 
of  stock  kept  in  these  open  fields  can  be  carried  to  market  on 
terms  nearly  so  advantageous  as  the  same  articles  raised  by  those 
fanners  who  occupy  inclosed  lands ;  nor  is  it  to  be  supposed, 
considering  the  manner  in  which  the  stock  is  treated,  that  the 
owners  will  pay  much  attention  to  the  improvement  of  the  different 
breeds."  As  to  the  arable  land,  '"  the  several  occupiers  must  con- 
form to  the  ancient  mode  of  cultivation  of  each  division  or  field 
in  which  their  lands  are  respectively  situated ;  from  which  it  will 
appear  that  one  obstinate  tenant  (and  fortunate  must  that  parish 
be  accounted,  where  only  one  tenant  of  that  description  may  be 
found)  has  it  in  his  power  to  prevent  the  introduction  of  any  improve- 
ment. .  .  .    The  tillage  lands  are  divided  into  small  lots  of  two  or 

1  Wedge's  Wanvickskire  (1794),  p.  20. 

>  Murray's  Warwu^hire  (1813),  pp.  62,  144. 

3  Donaldson's  Narihtmi9  (1794),  pp.  24,  29,  68. 
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three  old-faahioned,  broad,  oiooked  ridges  (gathered  very  high 
towards  the  middle,  or  crown,  beiog  the  only  means  of  drainage 
that  the  manner  in  which  the  lands  are  occupied  will  admit  of), 
and  consequently  the  farmer  possessing  100  acres  must  traverse 
the  whole  extent  of  the  parish,  however  large,  in  order  to  cultivate 
this  small  portion." 

In  Leicestershire  ^  (1800)  very  little  open-field  land  was  left 
'"not  more  than  10,000  acres."  In  Nottinghamshire*  (1798) 
enclosure  was  proceeding  rapidly.  "'  Good  land,  with  extensive 
commons,"  is  said  to  be  most  capable  of  improvement ;  '*  clay  land 
with  small  commons,"  to  have  been  the  least  capable,  liidway 
between  the  two  came  *'  clay  land  with  large  commons."  But 
"'  even  the  worst "  may  be  increased  in  value  by  a  fourth,  after 
deductrogall  improvements. 

In  liiddlesex'  (17d4)  many  thousands  of  acres  of  wastes  lay 
unenclosed — ''  an  absolute  nuisance  to  the  public."  The  commons 
of  Enfield,  Edmonton,  and  Tottenham  were  frequently  flooded  ; 
but  no  effort  was  made  to  keep  the  ditches  scoured.  In  1798  there 
were  still  17,000  acres  of '"  oonmion  meadows,  all  capable  of  improve- 
ment, not  producing  to  the  community  in  their  present  state  more 
than  4s.  an  acre."  To  the  Reporter's  eyes  the  commons  were  '*  a 
real  injury  to  the  public,"  partly  because  they  tempted  the  poor 
man  to  settle  on  their  borders,  build  a  cottage  out  of  the  material 
they  afforded,  and  trust  to  his  pigs  and  poultry  for  a  hving ;  partly 
because  they  became  ''  the  constant  rendezvous  of  g3rpseys,  strollers 
and  other  loose  persons  .  .  .  the  resort  of  footpads  and  highway- 
men." The  arable  land  of  the  county  is  estimated  at  23,000  acres, 
of  which,  in  1798,  20,000  were  in  open-fields. 

In  Hampshire  ^  (1813)  the  Reporter  found  the  commons  so  over- 
atocked  as  to  produce  little  or  no  substantial  benefit  to  those  who 
enjoyed  the  grazing  rights,  and  the  surface  '"  shamefully  deterio- 
rated "  by  the  exercise  of  rights  of  turbary  or  paring  turf  for 
fuel.  He  hopes  to  see  '^  every  species  of  intercommonable  rights 
•extrnguished,"  and,  with  them,  *'  that  nest  and  conservatory  of 
idoth,  idleness,  and  misery,  which  is  uniformly  to  be  witoessed  in 

1  Pitt's  Leicestershire  (1800),  p.  68. 

2  Lowe's  Nottinghamshire  (1798),  pp.  19,  166. 

>  Foot's  Middlesex  (1794),  pp.  30,  32,  and  Ifiddleton's  Middlesex  (1798),  pp. 
98,  103,  138. 

«  Vancouver's  Hixmpshire  (1813),  pp.  318»  496. 
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the  vioimly  of  all  oommons,  waste-lands,  and  forests  throughout 
the  kingdom." 

4.  In  the  Ba^em  and  Norih-Eaatem  oounties,  neither  Essex 
nor  Hertfordshire  possessed  many  oommons  or  open-field  farms. 
A  description  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood  of  EpjMng 
and  Hainault  Forests  in  Essex  (17d5)  has  been  already  quoted.^ 
In  Hertfordshire  *  (1796)  the  Reporter  notes  that  the  few  remaining 
open-fields  had  been  freed  from  the  old  restraints,  and  were  cul- 
tivated as  if  they  were  held  in  separate  occupation.  Speaking  of 
pasture  oommons,  he  says :  '*  Where  wastes  and  oommons  are 
most  extensive,  there  I  have  perceived  that  cottagers  are  the  most 
wretched  and  worthless ;  accustomed  to  rehe  on  a  precarious  and 
a  vagabond  subsistence,  from  land  in  a  state  of  Nature,  when 
that  fails  they  recur  to  pilfering.  .  .  .  For  cottagers  of  this  descrip* 
tion  the  game  is  preserved  and  by  them  destroyed."  Of  Oieshunt 
Common  *  (1813)  it  is  stated  that ""  the  common  was  not  fed  by  the 
poor,  but  by  a  parcel  of  jobbers,  who  hired  cottages,  that  they 
might  eat  up  the  whole." 

Two-thirds  of  the  county  of  Huntingdon  *  in  1793  lay  in  open- 
fields.  Proprietors  rarely  had  more  than  two  or  three  acres  con* 
tiguous.  "  The  residue  lies  in  acres  and  half  acres  quite  disjointed^ 
and  tenants  under  the  same  land-owner  cross  each  other  con- 
tinually in  performing  their  necessary  daily  labour.  .  .  .  The  sheep 
of  the  common  fields  and  commons  are  of  a  very  inferior  sort, 
except  in  some  few  instances,  and  little  if  any  care  is  taken  either 
in  the  breeding,  feeding  or  preserving  them ;  and  from  the  neglected 
state  of  the  land  on  which  they  are  depastured,  and  the  scanty 
provision  for  their  support  in  winter,  and  the  consequent  diseases 
to  which  they  are  liable,  their  wool  is  also  of  a  very  inferior  quality/^ 

On  the  uplands  of  Lincolnshire  *  (1794)  there  were  but  few  open- 
field  farms.  "  The  sheep  of  the  common  fields,"  says  the  Reporter, 
**  I  do  not  bring  into  this  account  from  the  circumstances  of  hard* 
ship,  attending  the  scantiness  of  thenr  food,  the  wetness  of  their 
layer,  the  neglect  of  a  proper  choice  in  their  breed,  their  being 
overheated  in  being  (where  folded)  dogged  to  their  confinement^ 


1  See  p.  154. 

«  Walker's  Hertfordshire  (1795),  pp.  48,  53. 

i  Young's  Hmt^f&rdehire  (1804),  p.  45. 

«  Stone's  Hutiimgdtmehire  (179S),  pp.  8,  17,  15. 

•  Stone's  LmmoMsMts  (17M).  p.  68. 
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vhere  they  are  often  too  much  orowded ;  the  8oab,  the  iot»  and 
every  circumstance  attend  them,  which  can  delay  their  being 
profitable ;  so  that  it  may  be  reasonably  concluded,  that  they  are 
of  less  value  than  those  bred  in  indosures,  from  lOs.  to  ISs.  per 
head,  and  their  fleeces  are  equally  unproductive."  Five  years 
later  Arthur  Young  reported  on  this  part  of  the  county.^  He 
describes  the  true  Lincolnshire  cattle  which  he  found  on  open« 
field  fanns  as  a  "  wretched  "  breed  ;  *'  they  all  run  together  on  a 
pastore,  without  the  least  thought  of  selection."  At  three  years 
old,  they  were  worth  little  more  than  half  what  they  fetched  on 
enclosed  land.  Open-field  farmers  ""  breed  four  or  five  calves 
from  a  wretched  cow  before  they  sell  it,  so  that  a  great  quantity 
of  food  is  sadly  misapplied."  It  was  from  this  '' post-logged, 
sqnare-buttocked  breed  of  demi-elephants,"  to  use  Marshall's 
description,  that  the  Navy  beef  of  England  was  chiefiy  provided. 
The  open-field  sheep  had  not  improved.  "'  I  never,"  says  Young, 
apparently  with  surprise,  "'  saw  a  fold  in  the  county,  except  in  a 
few  open  fields  about  Stamford ;  .  .  .  but  the  sheep  are  miserably 
bad ;  in  wool  8  or  9  to  the  tod."  In  the  East  Riding*  of  Yorkshire 
(1794)  the  pasture  commons  varied  "  in  extent  from  two  hundred 
to  two  thousand  five  hundred  acres,  and  all  of  them  may  be  con- 
verted into  useful  land  by  drains,  sub-divisions,  plantations,  and 
other  improvements.  .  .  .  When  commons  are  not  stinted  in 
proportion  to  the  stock  they  are  capable  of  keeping,  very  little 
benefit  is  derived  from  them.  ...  It  is  not  a  little  extraordinary 
to  see  a  starving  stock  upon  a  common  of  five  hundred  acres  soaked 
with  water,  when  the  expense  of  a  few  shillings  for  each  right, 
prudently  laid  out  in  drains  and  bridges,  would  double  its  value. 
Such  is  the  obstinacy  of  men,  and  so  difficult  is  it  to  induce  them 
to  form  the  same  opinion ;  though  an  union  of  sentiment  would 
much  more  materially  promote  their  interest." 

Norfolk  *  in  1796  contained  80,000  acres  of  unimproved  commons, 
and  about  one-fourth  of  the  arable  area  of  the  county  was  tilled 
on  the  common  or  open-field  system.  "  There  is,"  says  the  Reporter, 
who  was  the  well-known  Nathaniel  Kent,  ''  still  a  considerable  deal 
of  common-field  land  in  Norfolk,  though  a  much  less  proportion 
than  in  many  other  counties ;  for  notwithstanding  common  rights 

1  Young's  LmeolnMr*  (1799),  pp.  803,  374. 

t  Leathsm's  EaH  Bie^  (1794),  p.  39. 

«  Kflni's  NotfM  (1796),  pp.  6,  38,  73,  73,  81,  188. 
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for  great  cattle  eziat  in  all  of  them,  and  even  sheep-walk  priyilegea 
in  many,  yet  the  natural  industry  of  the  people  is  such,  that,  when- 
ever a  person  can  get  four  or  five  acres  together,  he  plants  a  white- 
thorn hedge  round  it,  and  sets  an  oak  at  every  rod  distance,  which 
is  consented  to  by  a  kind  of  general  courtesy  from  one  neighbour 
to  another."  *'  Land,"  he  elsewhere  remarks,  ''  when  very  much 
divided,  occasions  considerable  loss  of  time  to  the  occupier,  in 
goiog  over  a  great  deal  of  useless  space,  in  keeping  a  communication 
with  the  different  pieces.  As  it  lies  generally  in  long  narrow  slips, 
it  is  but  seldom  it  can  receive  any  benefit  from  cross-ploughing  and 
harrowing,  therefore  it  cannot  be  kept  so  clean ;  but  what  is  still 
worse,  there  can  be  but  little  variety  observed  in  the  system  of 
cropping  ;  because  the  right  which  every  parishioner  has  of  com- 
monage over  the  field,  a  great  part  of  the  year,  prevents  the  sowing 
of  turnips,  clover,  or  other  grass  seeds,  and  consequently  cramps 
a  farmer  in  the  stock  which  he  would  otherwise  keep."  Commons 
of  pasture  lay  '*  in  all  parts  of  the  county,  and  are  very  different 
in  their  quality.  Those  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Wymondham 
and  Attleborough  are  equal  to  the  finest  land  in  the  county,  worth, 
at  least,  twenty  shillings  an  acre  ;  being  capable  of  making  either 
good  pasture,  or  producing  com,  hemp  or  flax.  There  are  other 
parts  which  partake  of  a  wet  nature  and  some  of  a  furze  and  heathy 
quality ;  but  they  are  most  of  them  worth  improving,  and  all 
of  them  capable  of  producing  something ;  and  it  is  a  lamentable 
thing,  that  those  large  tracts  of  land  should  be  suffered  to  remain 
in  their  present  unprofitable  state."  Under  the  head  of  Poor 
Rates,  the  Reporter  observes  "  that  the  larger  the  common,  the 
greater  the  number  and  the  more  miserable  are  the  poor."  In 
the  parishes  of  Horsford,  Hevingham,  and  Marsham,  which  '"  link 
into  each  other,  from  four  to  nine  miles  from  Norwich,  there  are 
not  less  than  3,000  acres  of  waste  land,  and  yet  the  average  of  the 
rates  are,  at  least,  ten  shillings  in  the  pound.  This  shows  the 
absolute  necessity  of  doing  somethiog  with  these  lands,  or  these, 
uncultivated,  will  utterly  ruin  the  cultivated  parts, — for  these 
mistaken  people  place  a  fallacious  dependence  upon  these  pre- 
carious commons,  and  do  not  trust  to  the  returns  of  regular  labour, 
which  would  be,  by  far,  a  better  support  to  them."  Of  Wymondham 
Common,  Arthur  Young  ^  wrote  in  1801.  The  area  was  2,000 
acres ;    but  "  the  benefit  to  the  poor  is  little  or  nothing  further 

^  Inquiry  inUo  (he  propriety  of  applying  Wcuiea,  eto.»  1801. 
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tliaii  the  keeping  a  few  geese ;  as  to  oows  tiiere  are  very  few. 
The  common  is  so  oyerstocked  with  sheep  that  cows  would  be 
starved  on  it ;  and  these  sheep  are  mostly  in  the  hands  of  jobbers, 
who  hire  small  spots  contiguous  [to  the  common]  for  no  other 
purpose.    These  men  monopolise  afanost  the  whole." 

Bedfordshire  in  1794^  was  famous  for  its  backward  farming. 
It  stiU  disputed  with  Cambridgeshire  the  reputation  of  being  tiie 
Boeotia  of  agriculture.  It  contained  217»000  acres  of  open  or 
common  fields,  common  meadows,  common  pastures,  and  waste 
lands,  to  68,000  acres  of  enclosure  and  22,000  acres  of  woodlands. 
As  a  rule,  the  enclosed  land  was  as  badly  farmed  as  the  open-fields. 
Hence  the  practice  of  enclosing  had  fallen  into  disrepute.  The 
Reporter  seems  to  suggest  another  reason  for  the  reluctance  of 
landlords  to  enclose.  "'  It  has,"  he  says,  ""  frequently  occurred  to 
me  in  practice,  that  some  of  the  occupiers  of  a  common  field  are 
pursuing  the  best  possible  mode  of  management  the  situations 
are  capable  of,  whilst  others  are  reducing  land  intermixed  there- 
with to  the  lowest  state  of  poverty,  beggary  and  rubUsh.  .  .  . 
Upon  the  inclosure  of  common  fields  it  frequently  occurs  that 
commissioners  are  obliged  to  consider  such  worn-out  land  of  con- 
siderably less  value  than  such  parts  as  have  been  well-farmed ; 
of  course,  the  proprietors,  whose  misfortune  it  has  been  to  have 
their  land  badly  occupied,  have  had  a  smaller  share,  upon  the 
general  division  of  the  property,  than  they  otherwise  would  have 
had,  in  case  their  land  had  been  better  farmed."  In  one  respect 
enclosed  land  had  the  advantage.  Sheep  in  Bedfordshire  were 
practically  only  used  as  manure-carriers.  They  -were  "  generally 
of  a  very  improfitable  quality,  but  more  especiaUy  those  bred  in 
the  common  fields,  where  the  provision  intended  for  their  main- 
tenance is  generally  imwholesome  and  scanty.  .  .  .  From  the 
undrained  state  of  the  commons  and  common  fields,  the  stock  of 
sheep  depastured  upon  them  is  but  too  frequently  swept  away  by 
the  rot ;  and,  it  being  absolutely  necessary,  according  to  the  present 
system  of  farming,  that  their  places  should  be  constantly  suppUed 
with  others  for  the  folding  of  the  land,  under  such  circumstances 
of  casualty  and  necessity,  the  healthiness  of  the  animal  when 
purchased  is  the  first  and  ahnost  the  only  object  of  consideration 
with  the  farmers."  Sheep,  from  any  county,  of  any  breed,  and  of 
any  description,  were  therefore  bought  indiscriminately.     Nine- 

^  Sterne's  Btd/ordahirt  (1794)  pp.  11»  61,  31. 
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tenths  of  the  sheep  of  the  common  fields  of  the  oountrj  are ''  coarse 
in  their  heads  and  necks,  proportionately  large  in  their  bones,  high 
on  the  leg,  narrow  in  their  bosoms,  shoulders,  chines  and  quarters, 
and  light  in  their  thighs,  and  their  wool  is  generally  of  a  very  in- 
different quality,  weighing  from  three  to  four  pounds  per  fleece.  .  .  . 
The  sheep  bred  upon  the  indosures  are  generally  of  a  much  superior 
quality  .  .  .  very  useful  and  profitable."  Thirteen  years  later 
(1807),^  43  parishes,  or  about  a  third  of  the  county,  were  farmed 
on  the  open-field  system.  To  the  rapid  spread  of  enclosures  and  to 
the  influence  and  example  of  great  landlords,  the  Reporter  attributed 
the  materisl  improvement  in  the  sheep  stock  of  the  county. 

Out  of  147,000  acres  of  arable  land  in  Cambridgeshire*  (1794) 
132,000  lay  in  open-fields.  The  rental  of  the  enclosed  land  averaged 
18s.  per  acre,  ahd  that  of  the  open-fields  10s.  On  the  uplands 
of  the  county,  as  distinguished  from  the  fen  districts,  there  were 
2,000  acres  of  half-yearly  meadow  lands  which  were  grazed  by  the 
viUage  partners  from  hay-harvest  till  Easter  ;  7,500  acres  of  high- 
land common ;  8,000  acres  of  fen  or  moor  common,  which,  though 
easily  drained, ''  contribute  little  to  the  support  of  the  stock,  though 
greatly  to  the  disease  of  the  rot  in  the  sheep  and  cows."  The 
Reporter  considered  that  no  general  improvement  of  the  fanning 
of  the  county  was  possible  until  the  intermixed  lands  of  '"  the  com- 
mon open  fields  "  were  laid  together  and  occupied  in  severalty.  He 
made  it  part  of  his  business  to  enquire  into  the  feeling  of  ''  the 
jreomanry  in  their  sedate  and  sober  moments  ...  as  to  this 
important  innovation  upon  the  establishment  of  ages.  A  few  have 
given  an  unqualified  dissent,  but  they  were  fiock-masters ;  others 
have  concurred  under  certain  limitations,  but  the  mass  of  the 
farmers  are  decidedly  for  the  measure  in  question."  He  estimates 
that  the  general  average  produce  per  acre  of  enclosed  land  exceeded 
that  of  the  open-fields  in  the  following  proportions :  wheat,  3 
bushels  1  peck ;  rye,  3  pecks ;  barley,  15  bushels  1  peck  ;  oats, 
1  bushel  1  peck  ;  peas,  2  bushels  1  peck.  '^  But,  if  a  single  instance 
be  adverted  to,  and  a  comparison  made  between  the  parishes  of 
Childersley,  which  is  enclosed,  and  Hardwicke,  which  remains  in 
open  common  field,  and  which  parishes  appear  by  the  journal  to 
consist  of  a  perfectly  similar  soil,"  the  result  is  much  more  favour- 
able to  enclosures.    Childersley  produced  24  bushels  of  wheat  to 

^  Batchelor'8  Bee^ordahire  (1808),  pp.  217,  S37. 

'Vancouver**  Ccmbridffeahire  (1794),  pp.  198,  808,  190,  112,  111. 
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Hardwicke's  16  buaheb ;  S6  biuhek  of  barley  to  18  boaheb ;  M 
buaheh  of  oa«8  to  18  buaheb,  cnr  20  buaheb  of  oata  to  8  boaheb.  To 
tfab  inereaae  of  produce  muat  be  added  another  advantage.  CSiil* 
derafey  and  Knapwell,  both  enoloeed,  were  entiiely  exempt  from  the 
rot  among  their  aheep,  while  the  neighbouring  pariahiw  were 
deaolated  by  the  diaeaae.  The  ravagea  of  the  rot  whioh  are 
chronicled  may  probably  have  been  exceptional.  On  the  open- 
fielda  of  Gamlingay  a  fourth  of  the  flock,  or  340  aheep,  periahed  in 
1783.  The  mortality  ia  attributed  to  the  want  of  drainage  in  the 
arable  land.  At  CSroxton  in  1793  1,000  aheep  were  rotted  on  the 
nnencloBed  landa,  and,  in  the  aame  year,  700  on  the  open-fielda 
of  Eltaby.  In  1813  another  Report  on  Gambridgeahire  ^  waa 
iaaued.  In  the  interval  of  twelve  yeara,  the  area  of  open-field  and 
common  had  been  greatly  leaaened.  In  conaequence,  aaya  the 
Beporter,  Cambridgeahire  farmera  "  have  an  opportunity  of  redeem- 
ing the  county  from  the  imputation  it  haa  ao  long  lain  under,  of 
being  the  worat  cultivated  in  England,  and  of  proving  (the  fact) 
that  the  aame  induatry,  apirit  and  akill  which  have  been  mamf eated 
in  other  parte  of  the  Kingdom,  exiat  alao  in  thia,  the  open-field 
atate  and  ayatem  precluding  the  poaaibility  of  exeroiaing  them." 

To  the  Eaatem  and  North  Midland  diatricta  mainly  belonged 
the  fen-landa.  Thia  vaat  tract  of  waterlogged  land  atill  included 
Peterborough  Fen  in  Northamptonahire,  embraced  amall  portiona 
of  both  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  and  extended  over  a  conaiderable 
part  of  Huntingdonahire,  Cambridgeahire,  and  linoolnahire.  At 
a  moderate  computation,  the  total  area,  which  at  the  beat  waa 
imperfectly  drained,  and  lay  to  a  great  extent  unencloaed,  com- 
prised 600,000  acrea.  The  drainage  worka  of  the  aeventeenth 
century  had  only  partially  aucceeded.  Where  the  ayatem  had  been 
carefully  watched  and  maintained,  the  land  had  been  greatly 
unproved.  But  the  neglected  outfalb  were  once  more  choked  with 
ailt;  the  poroua  banka  admitted  the  water  almoat  aa  faat  aa  it 
was  removed  by  the  draining-milb ;  in  aome  inatanoea  they  had 
been  broken  down  by  flooda  and  not  repaired ;  in  aome  they  had 
been  wilfully  damaged  or  deatroyed  by  the  commonera.  Yet  much 
of  thia  drowned  area,  either  actually  or  potentially,  conaiated  of 
aome  of  the  richeat  land  in  Oreat  Britain.  Some  portiona  of  the 
drier  ground  were  cultivated  on  the  open-field  ayatem,  and  the 
commona  were  numerous  and  extenaive, 

1  Goooh't  OambridgeMre  (1813),  pp.  2,  56. 
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Peterborough  Fen^  (1793)  oonnsted  of  from  6,000  to  7,000 
acres  of  *'  fine  level  land,  of  a  soil  equal  to  any  perhaps  in  the  king- 
dom of  Oreat  Britain,  and  susceptible  of  the  highest  cultivation/' 
In  its  present  wet  state  it  was  dangerous  to  stock.  Farmers  living 
in  the  neighbourhood  never  turned  their  cattle  on  it  except  in  very 
dry  seasons.  It  was,  however,  depastured  by  the  horses,  cattle, 
and  sheep  of  32  parishes  in  the  Soke  of  Peterborough.  ''Con- 
sidering the  present  mode  of  management,"  says  the  Reporter,  ''  it 
is  impossible  that  any  advantage  can  arise  to  the  persons  having 
right  therein."  But,  in  his  opinion,  the  land,  if  properly  drained, 
enclosed,  and  tilled,  might  yield  a  greatly  increased  produce  and 
employ  from  1300  to  1400  hands. 

The  Huntingdonshire  fens*  contained  (1703)  44,000  acres. 
Marshall  speaks  of  *'  the  disgraceful  state  in  which  some  of  these 
lands  were  suffered  to  remain  (a  blank  in  English  territory)."  The 
Reporter  says  that  the  fen  is  ''generaOy  unproductive,  being 
constantly  either  covered  with  water,  or  at  least  in  too  wet  a  state 
for  cultivation."  Of  so  little  value  was  it  that  those  who  exercised 
rights  over  it  frequently  preferred  relinquishing  their  claims  to 
paying  the  drainage  taxes.  Very  considerable  portions  of  the  fen 
districts  were  occupied  by  meres — shallow  lakes  filled  with  water 
which  was  often  brackish.  Their  only  value  lay  in  the  reeds,  which 
were  used  for  thatching  or  in  malting,  and  in  the  fishing.  But 
many  of  the  meres  were  so  silted  up  with  mud  that  the  fish  had 
diminished  in  numbers.  Their  drainage,  says  the  Reporter  in  1811,* 
would  be  of  inestimable  service  to  the  health  of  the  inhabitants. 
*'  They  are  awful  reservoirs  of  stagnated  water,  which  poisons  the 
air  for  many  miles  round  about,  and  sickens  and  frequently  destroys 
many  of  the  inhabitants,  especially  such  as  are  not  natives." 

In  Cambridgeshire  ^  (1794)  there  were  '"  50,000  acres  of  improved 
fen,  and  200,000  acres  of  wastes  and  unimproved  fen."  Vancouver, 
who  was  the  Reporter  to  the  Board,  walked  over  every  parish  in 
the  district  in  order  to  obtain  reliable  information.  Except  on 
foot,  he  could  not  penetrate  into  the  recesses  of  the  district.  Neigh- 
bouring parishes  were  ignorant  of  each  other's  condition.  The 
roads  were  often  impassable,  and  at  their  best  were  only  repaired 

1  Donaldson's  NarthampUmthire  (1793),  p.  30. 

*  Stone*8  HunHngd<m8h4ire  (1793),  pp.  8,  13. 

>  ParldnBon*8  HuntinifdanBhire  (1813),  p.  21. 

«  Vanoouver'8  CamMdneMr^  (1794),  pp.  26,  36,  Iffl,  154, 184»  186, 187, 149. 
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'with  a  Bilt  which  resembled  **  pulYerified  sand."  Ahnost  eveiy- 
where  he  speaks  of  the  ^*  deplorable  condition  of  the  drainage,"  and 
consequently  of  the  **  miserable  state  of  cultivation  "  which  pre- 
vailed on  the  open-field  lands.  The  fen-lands  of  Cihatteris,  Elm, 
Leverington,  Parson  Drove,  Wisbech  St.  Mary's  and  Thomey, 
amounting  to  about  50,000  acres  yield  '*  a  produce  far  beyond  the 
richest  high  lands  in  the  county,  averaging  a  rent  of  more  than  fifteen 
shillings  per  acre.  Whereas  the  waste,  the  drowned,  and  partially 
improved  fens,  amounting  on  a  moderate  computation  to  150,000 
acres,  cannot  be  fairly  averaged  at  more  than  four  shillings  per 
acre."  Very  rarely  were  the  open-fields  and  commons  even  in  a 
fair  state  of  cultivation.  Wilburton  was  a  favourable  example. 
There  field-reeves  had  been  appointed  by  the  parish,  with  power 
to  open  up  n^lected  drains  at  the  expense  of  those  to  whom  they 
belonged.  But  almost  universally  the  common  pasture  was  deterio« 
rated  by  turf -cutting ;  the  marsh  lands,  if  tilled,  were  exhausted 
by  barbarous  cropping ;  and  efiEective  drainage  was  prevented  by 
the  intermixed  condition  in  which  the  land  was  occupied.  At 
Snailwell,  an  open  upland  parish,  there  was  a  flock  of  1,200  Norfolk 
sheep,  which  were  only  '"  kept  healthy  by  being  prevented  from 
feeding  upon  the  wet  moory  fen  common."  The  general  attitude 
of  the  ague-stricken,  opium-eating  fen-men  towards  the  drainage 
of  the  district  may  be  illustrated  by  the  example  of  Burwell,  a  chalk- 
land  parish  on  the  Suffolk  border.  '*  Any  attempt  in  contempla- 
tion of  the  better  drainage"  of  Burwell  fen,  already  ''greatly 
injured  by  the  digging  of  turf,"  and  ''constantly  inundated,"  is 
"  considered  as  hostile  to  the  true  interests  of  these  deluded  people." 
In  1794  the  principal  IdncolDshire  ^  commons  were  the  East  and 
West  (29,000  acres),  the  Wildmore  Fen  (10,500  acres),  the  East 
and  West  Deeping  Fens  (15,000  acres).  The  East  and  West  and 
Wildmore  Fens  were  "  under  better  regulations  than  any  others 
in  the  fen  country."  "Tet,"  says  the  Reporter,  "they  are 
extremely  wet  and  unprofitable  in  their  present  state,  standing  much 
in  need  of  drainage,  are  generally  overstocked,  and  dug  up  for  turf 
and  fuel.  The  cattle  and  sheep  depastured  upon  them  are  often 
very  unhealthy,  and  of  an  inferior  sort,  occasioned  by  the  scanti- 
ness, as  well  as  the  bad  quality  of  their  food,  and  the  wetness  of 
their  lair.  Greese,  with  which  these  commons  are  generally  stocked 
.  .  .  are  often  subject  to  be  destroyed.    It  is  not  a  constant  prac- 

1  Stone's  Lineoln»h4re  (1794),  pp.  18,  88. 
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tioe  'with  the  commoners  to  take  all  their  cattle  off  the  fens  upon  the 
approach  of  winter ;  but  some  of  the  worst  of  the  neat  cattle,  with 
the  horses, — and  particularly  those  upon  Wildmore  Fen, — are  left 
to  abide  the  event  of  the  winter  season ;  and  it  seldom  happens 
that  of  the  neat  cattle  many  escape  the  effects  of  a  severe  winter. 
The  horses  are  driven  to  such  distress  for  food  that  they  eat  up  every 
remaining  dead  thistle,  and  are  said  to  devour  the  hair  off  the 
manes  and  tails  of  each  other  and  also  the  dung  of  geese.'*  A 
second  Reporter  ^  (1799),  Arthur  Young,  speaks  of  ''  whole  acres  " 
in  Wildmore  Fen  as  '*  covered  with  thistles  and  nettles  four  feet 
high  and  more.  There  are  men  that  have  vast  numbers  of  geese, 
even  to  1000  and  more.  ...  In  1793  it  was  estimated  that  iOfiOO 
sheep,  or  one  per  acre,  rotted  on  the  three  fens  ({.e.  on  East  and  West 
and  Wildmore  Fens).  So  wild  a  country  nurses  up  a  race  of  people 
as  wild  as  the  fen ;  and  thus  the  morals  and  eternal  welfare  of 
numbers  are  hazarded  and  ruined  for  want  of  an  indosure.  .  .  . 
In  discourse  at  Louth  upon  the  characters  of  the  poor,  observations 
were  made  upon  the  consequences  of  great  commons  in  nursing 
up  a  mischievous  race  of  people ;  and  instanced  that,  on  the  very 
day  we  were  talking,  a  gang  of  villains  were  brought  to  Louth  gaol 
from  Coningsby,  who  had  committed  numberless  outrages  upon 
cattle  and  com  ;  laming,  killing,  cutting  off  tails,  and  wounding  a 
variety  of  cattle,  hogs,  and  sheep ;  and  that  many  of  them  were 
commoners  on  the  immense  fens  of  East,  West,  and  Wildmore." 

These  descriptions  apply  to  commons  under  the  best  regulations. 
Deeping  Fens  may  be  taken  as  examples  of  the  ordinary  manage- 
ment of  Lincolnshire  commons  in  the  fen  districts.  "'  They  stand," 
thinks  the  Reporter  of  1794,*  *^  very  much  in  need  of  inclosing  and 
draining,  as  the  cattle  and  sheep  depastured  thereon  are  very 
unhealthy.  The  occupiers  frequently,  in  one  season,  lose  four 
fifths  of  their  stock.  These  commons  are  without  stint,  and  almost 
every  cottage  within  the  manors  has  a  common  right  belonging 
to  it.  Every  kind  of  depredation  is  made  upon  this  land  in  cutting 
up  the  best  of  the  turf  for  fuel ;  and  the  farmers  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, having  common  rights,  availing  themselves  of  a  fine  season, 
turn  on  7  or  800  sheep  each,  to  ease  their  inclosed  land,  whilst  the 
mere  cottager  cannot  get  a  bite  for  a  cow ;  but  yet  the  cottager,  in 
his  turn,  in  a  colourable  way,  takes  the  stock  of  a  foreigner  as  his 
own,  who  occasionally  turns  on  immense  quantities  of  stock  in  good 

1  Young's  Linooin§Mre  (1799),  p.  228.  '  Stone's  LineotnMre,  p.  22. 
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seaaons.  The  cattle  and  sheep,  which  are  constantly  depastured 
on  this  common,  are  of  a  very  unthrifty  Ul-shapen  kind,  from 
being  frequently  starved,  and  no  attention  paid  to  their  breed. 
Geese  ore  the  only  animalB  which  are  at  any  time  thrifty ;  and 
these  frequently,  when  young,  die  of  the  cramp,  or,  when  plucked, 
in  consequence  of  the  excessive  bleakness  and  wetness  of  the  com- 
mons. A  goose  pays  annually  from  Is.  to  16d.  by  being  4  times 
plucked.  These  commons  are  the  frequent  resort  of  thieves,  who 
convey  tiie  cattle  into  distant  Counties  for  sale." 

The  North  Fens  round  the  Isle  of  Axhohn  formed  in  1794  another 
large  area  (12,000  acres)  of  commons  and  wastes.  If  '^divided 
and  inclosed,"  says  the  Reporter,^  they  '*  would  for  the  most  part 
make  very  valuable  land  ...  in  their  present  state,  they  are 
chiefly  covered  with  water,  and  in  summer  throw  forth  the  coarsest 
of  productions ;  the  best  parts,  which  ore  those  nearest  the  enclosed 
high  lands,  are  constantly  pared  and  burnt  to  produce  vegetable 
ashes.  .  .  .  The  more  remote  parts  of  the  common  are  dug  up 
for  fuel.  On  account  of  the  general  wetness  of  those  commons, 
and  their  being  constantly  overstocked  by  the  large  occupiers  of 
contiguous  estates,  or  in  such  seasons  as  the  depasturage  is  desirable 
in  summer,  to  ease  the  inclosed  land,  the  cattle  and  sheep  necessarily 
depastured  thereon  at  all  seasons  being  those  of  the  cottagers,  who 
are  for  the  most  part  destitute  of  provision  for  them  in  winter,  are 
always  unthrifty,  and  subject  to  various  diseases,  which  render 
them  very  unprofitable  to  the  occupiers."  The  farming  of  the 
open  arable  fields  had,  in  the  Reporter's  opinion,  deteriorated 
rather  than  progressed.  **  If,"  he  says,*  '^  those  gentlemen,  whether 
proprietors  or  agents,  who  have  any  concern  in  the  management 
of  common  fields,  will  examine  into  the  present  mode  of  occujMuicy 
of  the  different  classes  of  them  .  .  .  they  will  in  most  cases  find 
them  in  a  weak  impoverished  state ;  and  that  the  original  systematic 
farming  of  them  is  either  lost  or  laid  aside,  and  that  the  agriculture 
of  the  common  fields  of  this  county  has  rather  declined  than 
improved."  The  Cambridgeshire  Reporter,'  it  may  be  added, 
formed  the  same  opinion  of  the  open-fields  in  that  county,  and 
he  produces  some  evidence  to  prove  that  the  rental  of  open  farms 
had  fallen  since  the  seventeenth  century. 

The  general  impression  left  by  this  mass  of  evidence  is  that 
the  agricultural  defects  of  the  intermixture  of  land  under  the 

^  Stcmey  p.  29.  '  Stone,  p.  06.  *  Vanoouver,  p.  97. 
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open-field  eystem  were  overwhelming  and  ineradicable ;  that  as 
an  instrument  of  land  cultivation  it  had  probably  deteriorated 
since  the  thirteenth  century;  that  no  increased  production  or 
general  adoption  of  improved  practices  could  be  expected  under  the 
ancient  system.  But  the  Reporters  note  exceptions,  from  which 
other  conclusions  may  possibly  be  drawn.  In  some  districts  the 
customary  rotations  had  been  abandoned  for  independent  cultiva- 
tion, or  modified  so  as  to  admit  some  variation  of  cropping.  Thus, 
by  agreement,  in  Berkshire  a  portion  of  the  fields  was  ''  hitched," 
or,  according  to  the  Wiltshire  equivalent,  ''  hooked."  In  other 
words,  common  rights  of  pasture  on  the  arable  land  were  suspended 
so  as  to  allow  the  cultivation  of  turnips,  clover,  or  potatoes.  Else- 
where, again,  portions  of  the  arable  land  were  withdrawn  from 
tillage  to  serve  as  cow-commons.  Nor  must  it  be  supposed  that 
enclosed  land  was  always  better  cultivated  than  open-field  farms. 
The  Bedfordshire  and  Lincolnshire  Reporters,  for  example,  state 
that  in  certain  cases  enclosure  had  produced  no  improvement, 
and  in  Wiltshire  the  Reporter  hints  that  open-field  regulations  at 
least  prevented  some  abuses  to  which  land  held  in  severalty  was 
liable.  In  some  districts  landlords  imposed  upon  tenants  of 
separate  holdings  the  same  restrictions  and  course  of  cropping  by 
which  they  had  been  fettered  as  occupiers  of  land  in  open-fields. 
Without  a  large  expenditure  on  equipment  the  agricultural  con- 
ditions of  enclosed  land  were  often  worsened,  rather  than  bettered. 
Thus  the  Somersetshire  Reporter  quotes  an  example  from  the 
Mendip  Hills,  where,  when  land  had  been  enclosed,  the  landlord 
refused  to  erect  the  necessary  buildings.  Similar  cases  might 
have  been  collected  from  many  other  parts  of  the  country.  In 
these  respects,  as  well  as  in  others,  landlords  had  yet  to  be  taught 
the  business  of  owning  and  letting  land.  There  were  '^  Goths  and 
Vandab,"  not  only  among  tenants,  but  also  among  owners. 

Before  any  accurate  estimate  can  be  formed  of  the  agricultural 
advantages  or  defects  of  arable  farming  on  intermixed  strips  of 
land  subject  to  common  grazing  rights,  and  of  stock  breeding  and 
rearing  on  pasture  commons,  it  is  necessary  to  allow  for  some 
possibilities  of  improvement  by  the  cultivators  of  open-fields  and 
for  some  neglected  opportunities  by  landlords  and  tenants  of  enclosed 
land.  But,  when  every  reasonable  allowance  has  been  made,  it  is 
clear  that  the  balance  was  overwhehningly  in  favour  of  separate 
occupation.    As  an  instrument  of  production  the  ancient  system 
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was  inferior.  Every  advance  in  science  made  by  agriculture,  and 
every  new  resource  which  is  adopted,  only  served  to  accentuate 
the  relative  disadvantages  of  open-field  fanning.  Change  was,  in 
the  circumstances,  necessary.  It  was  generally  effected  by  obtain- 
ing Parliamentary  sanction  for  an  enclosure. 

The  ordinary  procedure,^  by  which  open-fields  or  commons  were 
enclosed  under  Parliamentary  authority,  opened  with  a  Petition 
presented  to  Parliament  by  persons  locally  interested.  The  Petition 
was  signed  by  the  owner  of  the  land  or  lord  of  the  manor,  by  the 
owner  of  the  tithes,  and  by  a  majority  of  the  persons  interested. 
No  fixed  rule  seems  to  have  been  followed,  as  to  the  proportion  of 
consents  and  dissents.  But  Parliamentary  Committees  looked  to 
the  values  as  well  as  to  the  numbers  which  were  represented.  On 
this  Petition,  by  leave  of  the  House,  a  Bill  was  introduced,  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  then  referred  to  a  Committee,  which 
might  consist  of  the  whole  House  or  of  selected  members.  The 
Committee,  after  receiving  counter-petitions  and  hearing  evidence, 
reported  to  the  House,  that  the  standing  orders  had,  or  had  not, 
been  compUed  with  ;  that  the  allegations  were,  or  were  not,  true  ; 
that  they  were,  or  were  not,  satisfied  that  the  parties  concerned 
had  consented  to  the  Bill.  On  the  Committee's  Report,  the  Bill 
either  was  rejected,  or  was  read  a  third  time,  passed,  sent  to  the 
Lords,  and  received  the  Royal  Assent.  If  the  BiU  passed,  the 
Commissioners,  or  Commissioner,  named  in  the  Act,  arrived  at  the 
village.  There  they  heard  the  claims  of  the  persons  interested, 
and  made  their  award,  distributing  the  property  in  separate  owner- 
ship among  those  who  had  succeeded  in  establishing  their  claims, 
with  due  regard  to  the  "'  quality,  quantity,  and  contiguity  "  of  the 
land. 

The  procedure  was  open  to  abuses.  Even  if  it  is  assumed  that 
a  Parliamentary  Committee,  largely  composed  of  landed  pro- 
prietors, was  always  disinterested  on  questions  affecting  land, 
Uttle  trouble  seems  to  have  been  taken  to  elicit  the  opinions  of 
small  claimants.  Schemes  of  enclosure  rarely  began  with  a  public 
meeting  of  the  parish.  The  principal  owners  generally'  met  in 
secret,  arranged  the  points  in  which  their  own  iaterests  conflicted, 
selected  the  solicitor  and  surveyor,  nominated  the  Commissioners, 

^  An  Essay  upon  the  nature  and  method  of  aeeertaininff  the  specific  shares  of 
proprietors  upon  the  inctosttre  of  common  fields,  by  the  Rev.  Henxy  SaoheveieU 
Homer  (1766). 
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settled  the  terms  of  the  petition.  Even  the  next  step — ^that  of 
obtaining  signatures — ^might  be  taken  privately.  Sometimes  it 
happened  that  the  first  intimation  which  the  bulk  of  the  inhabitants 
received  of  the  scheme  was  that  the  petition  had  been  presented, 
and  that  leave  to  bring  in  an  enclosure  Bill  had  been  granted.  To 
prevent  so  flagrant  an  abuse,  clauses  as  to  notice  had  been  generally 
inserted  in  Bills  from  1727  onwards.  But,  in  order  to  secure  the 
necessary  pubUcity  of  proceedings,  the  House  of  Commons  in  1774 
made  it  a  standing  order  that  notice  of  the  scheme  must  be  affixed 
to  the  door  of  the  church  of  the  parish  affected,  for  three  Sundays 
in  the  months  of  August  or  September.  Other  standing  orders 
corrected  other  abuses  in  the  procedure.  They  regulated  the  pay- 
ments of  the  Commissioners,  required  them  to  account  for  all 
monies  assessed  or  expended  by  them,  restricted  the  choice  of  men 
who  could  fill  the  office,  limited  their  powers  of  dealing  with  the 
titles  of  claimants,  and  laid  down  the  principle  that  the  allotments 
to  titheowners  and  lords  of  manors  should  be  stated  in  the  Bill. 

At  all  stages  of  the  proceedings  heavy  costs  were  incurred.  The 
fees  paid  to  Parliamentary  officials  were  considerable.  If  a  tract 
of  common  land  was  to  be  enclosed,  over  which  several  parishes 
claimed  rights,  fees  were  chaiged  for  each  parish.  On  this  ground, 
partly,  the  Lincolnshire  Reporter  explains  the  delay  in  enclosing 
the  East  and  West  and  Wildmore  Fens.  Forty-seven  parishes 
were  there  affected,  and  the  general  Act  would  be  charged  as  forty- 
seven  Acts,  with  fees  in  proportion.  Witnesses  had  to  attend  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  and  subsequently  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  There  might  be  postponements,  delays,  and 
protracted  intervals ;  but  the  witnesses,  often  professional  men, 
had  either  to  be  maintained  in  London  or  to  make  two  or  more 
costly  journeys  to  town.  Such  an  expenditure  was  generally  pro- 
hibitive for  the  opponents  of  the  Bill.  Unable  to  fee  lawyers, 
produce  witnesses,  or  urge  their  claims  in  person,  they  were  obliged 
to  content  themselves  with  a  counter-petition,  which,  possibly, 
might  not  be  referred  to  the  Committee.  Nor  did  the  cost  cease 
when  the  Bill  was  passed.  There  were  still  the  expenses  of  the 
Commissioners  and  their  clerk ;  the  fees  for  the  surveyor  and  his 
survey,  and  the  valuer  and  his  valuation ;  the  charges  of  the 
lawyers  in  proving  or  contesting  claims,  preparing  the  award, 
and  other  miscellaneous  business ;  the  outlay  on  roads,  gates, 
bridges,  drainage,  and  other   expenditure    necessitated    by    the 
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enclosoie  of  the  land.  Where  the  area  was  large,  a  portion  of  the 
land  was  nsaally  sold  to  pay  the  necessary  expenses.  Bat  the 
ooet  of  fenoing  the  portions  allotted  to  individoals  was  thrown 
upon  the  owners,  and  the  smaller  the  allotment,  the  greater  the 
relative  borden.  Small  men  might  well  hesitate,  apart  from  the 
mioertainty  of  proving  their  title,  to  sapport  an  encloeore  scheme, 
since  the  valne  of  their  allotment  might  be  almost  swallowed  op 
in  the  expense  of  soirounding  it  with  a  hedge. 

Many  small  tracts  of  common  land  were  left  mienolosed,  because 
the  extravagant  cost  threatened  to  absorb  the  possible  profits  of 
the  undertaking.  A  general  Enclosure  Act  would,  it  was  urged, 
reduce  the  cost  of  enclosing  small  areas,  promote  uniformity  of 
legislative  action  by  embodying  the  best  methods  of  procedure 
and  the  most  requisite  safeguards  which  experience  suggested,  and 
provide  means  for  overcoming  opposition  by  modifying  the  existing 
powers  of  resistance.  On  all  these  grounds,  a  Bill  was  framed  by 
the  Board  of  Agriculture.  It  was  strongly  opposed  in  Parliament.^ 
Many  persons  were  interested  in  the  continuance  of  the  existing 
{irocedure.  "  What,"  asks  one  of  the  Board's  Reporters,  "  would 
become  of  the  poor  but  honest  attorney,  officers  of  Parliament,  and 
a  long  train  of  etc,  etc,  who  obtain  a  deceiU  livelihood  from  the 
trifling  fees  of  every  individual  indosure  Bill — ^all  these  of  infinite 
use  to  the  community,  and  must  be  encouraged  whether  the  wastes 
be  enclosed  or  not  ?  .  .  .  The  waste  lands,  in  the  dribbling  difficult 
way  they  are  at  present  inclosed,  will  cost  the  country  upwards 
of  20  millions  to  these  gentry  etc.  which  on  a  general  Indosure 
Bill  would  be  done  for  less  than  one.** '  The  first  Bill  proposed 
by  the  Board  was  rejected  mainly  through  the  infiuence  of 
these  private  interests.  A  further  attempt  was  made  in  May,  1797, 
when  two  Bills  were  introduced.  The  first  was  wrecked  by  the 
opposition  of  titheowners.  One  of  the  chief  advantages  of  enclosures 
was  that  tithes  were  usually  extinguished  by  an  allotment  of  land 
in  lieu.  Tins  commutation  of  tithe  was  favoured  by  the  Board, 
which  in  consequence  incurred  the  suspicion  of  being  hostile  to 
the  Established  Church.  The  House  of  Lords  seems  to  have  been 
particularly  infiuenced  by  this  view.  Though  the  first  of  the  two 
Bills  passed  the  Commons,  it  was  rejected  in  the  Upper  House. 
The  second  Bill  did  not  advance  beyond  the  Committee  stage  in 

1  Arthur  Young's  Ledwrt  btjort  Ihe  Board  of  AgrieuUuf,  May,  1809. 
'  Brown's  Wett  Biding,  App.  I.,  p.  14. 
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the  Hoofle  of  ConmunB.  Finally,  in  1801,  the  fizBtGeoeralEiKdaraie 
Aet  (41  Geo.  UI.  c.  109)  was  paiwed  ^'  for  conwoHdalmg  in  one  Act 
certain  proviriooB  nsnaDy  inserted  in  Acts  of  Indosoie,  and  for 
facilitating  the  mode  of  proving  the  several  facts  nsuaDy  lequired 
on  the  passing  of  soch  Acts."  No  alteration  in  the  machinery  of 
endosore  was  made.  Pkivate  Acts  of  Parliament  were  still  required. 
Bat  they  were  simjdified,  and  to  some  extent  the  expense  was 
ledooed.  The  effect  was  at  cmce  seen  in  an  increase  in  the  number 
of  private  Acts  and  a  diminution  in  the  sise  of  the  aiess  which 
each  enclosed. 

The  Act  of  1801  was  mainly  apjAed  to  commons.  Opoi-fields 
were  specifically  dealt  with  by  subsequent  legisiation.  In  1836, 
an  Act  (6  and  7  Wm.  IV.  c.  115)  was  passed  **  for  facilitating  the 
inclosure  of  open  and  arable  fields.'*  It  empowered  two-thirds 
of  the  possessors  of  op^a-field  ri^ts,  in  number  and  value,  to 
nominate  commissicHiers  and  carry  out  enclosure ;  or  seven-eighths, 
in  number  and  vafaie»  to  enclose  without  the  intervention  of  com- 
missioners. The  debate  in  ParUament  is  chiefly  noticeable  for 
the  stress  which,  for  the  first  time  since  the  days  of  Elizabeth,  was 
laid  on  the  desirability  of  preserving  commons  as  breathing-places 
and  play-grounds.  In  the  Bill  itself  the  point  was  not  really 
raised.  But,  as  the  nineteenth  century  advanced,  this  aspect  of 
the  question  of  enclosing  commons  and  wastes  became  increas- 
ingly important.  It  was  prominent  in  the  General  Inclosure 
Act  of  1845  (8  and  9  Vic.  c.  118).  The  principal  change  made  in 
this  Act  was  the  substitution  of  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  as  a  local  tribunal  of  enquiry,  before 
which  the  necessary  examination  could  be  conducted  on  the  spot. 
But  Parliamentary  control  was  not  abandoned.  All  the  schemes 
firamed  by  the  Commissioners  in  each  given  year  were  embodied 
in  a  general  Act,  and  submitted  to  Parliament  for  sanction.  The 
administration  of  the  Inclosure  Acts  is  now  entrusted  to  the  Board 
of  Agriculture.  As  a  State  department,  the  Board  can  deal  with 
open-fields  and  commons  on  broader  lines  than  the  strict  inter- 
pretation of  the  statute,  which  constituted  their  authority,  allowed 
to  the  Inclosure  Commissioners. 
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CHAPTER  XIL 

THE  ENGLISH  CORN  LAWS.* 

Diffionlty  in  deoidiiig  cm  the  good  or  bad  influence  of  the  Com  Laws ;  reetrio- 
tions  on  home  as  well  as  on  foreign  trade  in  oom ;  gradual  abandonment  of 
the  attempt  to  secure  just  prices  by  legislation ;  means  adopted  to  steady 
prices ;  prohibition  both  of  exports  and  of  imports :  the  bounty  on  home- 
grown com ;  the  system  established  in  1670  and  1689  lasts  till  1816 ;  its 
general  effect ;  influence  of  seasons  from  1689  to  1764,  and  from  1766  to 
1816 ;  difficulty  of  obtaining  foreign  suppUes  during  the  Napoleonic  wars ; 
practical  monopoly  in  the  home  market :  small  margin  of  home  supply 
owing  to  growtii  of  population ;  exaggerated  effect  on  prices  of  good  or 
bad  harvests ;  protection  after  1816 ;  demand  by  agriculturists  for  fair 
proflts ;  changed  conditions  of  supply ;  repeal  of  the  Cknm  Laws,  1846. 

Men  are  apt  to  pass  a  hasty  judgment  on  the  Com  Laws  in  accord* 
ance  with  their  politioal  prejudices.  One  party  condemns  them  as 
mischieyotis  ;  another  party  approves  them  as  salutary.  Neither 
troubles  to  consider  their  practical  elBFect.  Yet,  from  1689  to  1815, 
it  is  probable  that  the  marked  deficiency  or  abundance  of  the 
harvest  in  any  single  year  produced  a  greater  effect  on  prices  than 
was  produced  by  the  Com  Laws  in  the  125  years  of  their  existence  as 
a  complete  system. 

It  is  ahnoet  impossible  to  decide  whether  the  total  effect  of  the 
Com  Laws  has  been  to  promote  or  to  retard  agricultural  progress. 
Probably  the  balance  of  their  influence  in  either  direction  would 
be  found  to  be  inconsiderable.  The  utmost  nicety  of  calculation 
would  be  required  in  order  to  measure  with  any  degree  of  accuracy 
the  extent  to  which,  before  1815,  they  affected  prices  of  com. 
Before  the  balance  can  be  correctly  strack,  the  advance  in  price, 
which  was  due  to  the  increased  demand  consequent  on  the  growth 
of  population  and  to  the  gradual  depreciation  of  gold  and  silver, 
must  be  discounted ;  the  fall  in  price,  which  resulted  from  economy 
in  the  cost  and  increase  in  the  yield  of  production,  must  be 

^  See  Appendix  HI. 
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elimhiatod  ;  an  explanatioii  most  be  offered  of  the  facts  that  in 
England,  dnring  the  seventeenth  centuiy,  wheat  averaged  only  a 
halfpeiiny  the  boahel  cheaper  than  daring  the  eighteenth  century,^ 
and  that  the  general  prioee  of  Enrope,  under  differmt  fiscal  systems, 
did  not,  dnring  the  period,  materially  differ  from  those  of  England. 
Still  more  dilfficnlt  would  it  be  to  detranune  whether,  taken  as  a 
whole  and  over  the  entire  period  of  their  existence,  they  have 
benefited  or  injured  consomers,  so  far  as  these  can  be  distrngoished 
from  producers.  If  they  aggravated  evils  in  some  directions, 
they  compensated  them  in  others.  Whatever  else  the  l^;islation 
effected,  it  did,  except  during  the  last  few  years  of  its  operation, 
steady  prices,  and  to  consumers  steadiness  was  perhaps  as  great 
a  boon  as  a  spasmodic  cheapness  which  alternated  with  excessive 
deamess.  At  a  time  when  Enghnd  was  practically  dependent  on 
home-grown  supplies,  prices  of  com  were  extravagantly  s^isitive 
to  fluctuations  in  the  yield  of  harvests.  The  reason  is  obvious. 
AvOTage  harvests  provided  bread  enough  for  the  population  ;  but 
there  was  often  little  margin  to  spare.  A  partial  failure,  therefore, 
meant  the  prospect  of  dearth,  if  not  of  famine.  In  prolonged  periods 
of  scarcity,  like  that  of  the  Napoleonic  wars,  our  ancestors  might 
pass  self -draiying  ordinances  to  reduce  their  domestic  coosumption 
by  one-third,  dispense  with  flour  for  their  own  wigs  or  the  hair  of 
their  lackeys,  substitute  clay  imitations  for  the  pastry  of  their 
pies,  forbid  the  sale  of  bread  till  it  was  twenty-four  hours  old,  pro- 
hibit the  use  of  com  in  the  making  of  starch  or  in  distilleries.  Yet, 
in  the  case  of  a  necessary  like  com,  it  was  impossible  to  exereise 
such  economies  as  would  make  good  any  considerable  shortage. 
Hence  com,  when  a  deficient  harvest  was  anticipated,  was  specially 
liable  to  panic-stricken  competition.  Any  falling  off  in  the  annual 
yield  caused  a  far  greater  advance  in  price  than  was  justified  by 
the  actual  shortage.  Somewhat  similar,  though  less  exaggerated, 
was  the  effect  of  an  anticipated  abundance.  The  fall  in  price  was 
whoUy  disproportionate  to  the  real  surplus.  These  violent  alterna- 
tions between  deamess  and  cheapness,  if  they  had  not  been  steadied 
and  regulated  by  the  legislature,  would  have  been  disastrous  to 
both  consumers  and  producers. 

Beginning  in  the  early  Middle  Ages,  and  ending  in  1869,  the 
English  Com  Laws  lasted  for  upwards  of  mx  centuries.    Attention 

^  Seventeenth  oenttuy,  388.  2d.  the  quarter ;  eighteenth  oentury,  388.  7d. 
the  quarter  (Arthur  Young's  Progresnve  VahiB  of  Money ^  p.  76). 
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has  been  so  exclusively  ooncentrated  on  one  side  only  of  their  pro- 
TJaions,  that  the  regulation  of  the  inland  trade  in  com  and  the 
restrictions  on  its  exportation  have  been  long  foigott^i.  Yet, 
except  during  the  period  181fiH46,  the  duties  on  foreign  grain,  which 
are  now  r^arded  as  the  principal  feature  of  the  old  Com  Laws, 
were  of  minor  importance.  The  successive  Governments  which 
framed  and  revised  the  legislation  on  com  were  not  more  enlightened 
than  their  contemporaries,  for  whose  direction  the  regulations  were 
passed ;  the  ultimate  effect  of  their  measures  was  sometimes 
miscalculated ;  their  policy  varied  from  time  to  time ;  different 
objects  were  prominent  at  different  periods.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  pass  any  summary  sentence  of  condemnation  on  the  CJom  Laws 
as  a  system  selfishly  designed  to  enrich,  at  the  expense  of  consumers, 
a  ruling  class  of  landowning  aristocrats.  On  the  contrary,  if  the 
legislation  is  treated  as  a  whole,  and  the  restrictions  on  both  exports 
and  imports  are  examined  t<^ther,  it  will  be  found  that,  up  to 
1816,  the  interests  alike  of  consumers,  producers,  and  the  nation 
were  collectively  and  continuously  considered.  The  general  aim 
of  legislators  was  to  maintain  an  abundant  supply  of  food  at  fair 
and  steady  prices ;  to  assist  the  agricultural  industry  in  which,  up 
to  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century,  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
were  engaged  as  producers ;  to  prevent  the  depopulation  of  rural 
districts,  build  up  the  commercial  and  maritime  power  of  the  nation, 
make  it  independent  of  foreign  food  supplies,  and  foster  the  growth 
of  the  infant  colonies. 

Mediaeval  Com  Laws  were  based  on  principles  of  moraUty,  if 
not  of  religion.  They  were  akin  to  the  laws  against  usury.  It 
was  considered  inunoral  to  prey  on  human  needs,  or  to  take 
advantage  of  scarcity  by  exacting  more  than  a  moderate  profit  on 
the  production  of  necessaries  of  life.  The  object  of  l^;islation  was, 
therefore,  to  establish  *'  just "  prices,  and  in  the  interest  of  con- 
sumers to  restrict  the  liberty  of  sellers.  The  idea  that  British  com 
might  be  cheapened  by  bringing  the  granaries  of  Europe  into 
competition  with  home  supplies  had  either  not  suggested  itself,  or 
been  rejected  as  impracticable.  In  order  to  establish  just  prices, 
the  methods  of  early  legislators  were  various.  They  endeavoured 
to  attain  their  end,  and,  incidentally,  to  secure  better  profits  to 
producers,  by  keeping  home-grown  com  in  the  country,  by  regulating 
the  inland  trade,  by  penalising  the  intervention  of  middlemen 
between  farmers  and  their  customers,  by  protecting  buyers  against 
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the  craft  of  bakers,  by  preventing  monopoliee  and  speculations  in 
grain  which,  in  days  when  difficulties  of  transport  restricted  com- 
petition to  nanow  areas  fed  by  local  supplies,  were  a  real  danger. 
To  this  class  of  laws  belong  prohibitions  against  selling  com  oat 
of  the  country,  or  transporting  it  from  one  district  to  another ; 
statutes  ^  against  corn-dealers  who  ''  forestalled,"  ''  engrossed,"  or 
''  regrated  "  grain  ;  and  the  Assises  of  Bread,*  which,  down  to  the 
reign  of  George  II.,  regulated  the  actual  size  of  the  loaf  by  the 
price  of  com,  instead  of  proportioning  its  cost  to  that  of  its  material. 
Eventually  this  class  of  legislation  defeated  its  own  object. 
It  hampered  the  natural  trade  in  com,  locked  up  the  capital  of 
fanners,  and  so  tended  to  reduce  the  area  under  the  plough.  But 
the  national  dread  of  com  speculation,  of  which  many  laws  were 
the  expression,  was  only  paralleled  by  the  national  horror  of  witch- 
craft, and  lasted  longer  among  educated  classes.  As  facilities  for 
internal  transport  increased,  opportunities  for  local  monopolies 
diminished.  Successive  steps  were  taken  towards  freedom  of 
inland  trade.  Thus  in  1671  com  was  permitted  to  be  transported 
from  one  district  to  another  on  payment  of  a  licence  duty  of  Is. 
a  quarter ;  in  1663  liberty  to  buy  com  in  order  to  seU  it  again  was 
conceded,  when  it  was  below  a  certain  limit,  provided  that  it  was 
not  resold  for  three  months  in  the  same  market;  in  1772  the 
statutory  penalties  against  corn-dealers  were  repealed  as  tending 
to  "  discourage  the  growth  and  enhance  the  price  "  of  com ;  in 
1822  the  practice  of  setting  out  Assizes  of  Bread  was  by  Act  of 
Parliament  discontinued  in  London ;  in  1836  an  Act,  similar  in  terms 
to  that  of  London,  abolished  Assizes  in  provincial  towns  and  country 
districts.  Instead  of  attempting  to  secure  just  prices  by  multiplying 
laws  in  restraint  of  speculation,  or  by  regulating  the  cost  of  com 
and  bread,  the  modem  tendency  has  been  to  enforce  honest  dealing 
by  increasing  the  protection  of  consumers  against  false  weights  and 
adulteration. 

Other  means  were  adopted  to  maintain  steady  prices  in  the 
interest  of  consumers  and,  indirectiy,  of  producers.  Thus  the 
erection  of  public  granaries,  in  which  farmers  might  store  the 
surplus  of  one  year  against  the  shortage  of  the  next,  was  borrowed 
from  Holland,  and  urged  on  the  country  by  royal  proclamatibn. 

1  JB!,g.  5  and  6  Edward  VI.  c.  14  (1652) ;  15  Car.  U.  c.  7  (1663) ;  12  Qeo. 
ni.  c.  71  (1772). 

*  Bee  Appendix  III.  C. 
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In  1620  the  King's  Council  "'  wrote  letters  into  every  shire  and 
some  say  to  every  market-town,  to  provide  a  granary  or  store- 
house,  with  stock  to  buy  com,  and  keep  it  for  a  dear  year."  A 
similar  object  inspired  the  subsequent  institution  of  bonded  ware- 
houses under  the  Eling's  lock  (1663),  in  which  foreign  grain  might 
be  stored,  free  of  duty,  until  withdrawn  for  consumption.  Restric- 
tions on  the  exportation  of  home-grown  com  were  governed  by  the 
same  desire  to  prevent  excesses  in  surplus  or  deficiency,  and  to  save 
the  coimtry  from  violent  oscillations  between  cheapness  and  dear- 
ness.  The  much  debated  boimty  on  exports  of  grain  was  designed 
to  produce  the  same  result.  Even  the  regulation  of  imports  of 
foreign  com  was  partly  governed  by  the  same  desire  to  secure  a 
steady  level  of  price. 
At  an  early  date  prohibitions  against  exporting  com  were  influ- 

« 

enced  by  political  motives  of  retaliation  on  the  king's  enemies,  just  as 
the  corresponding  permission  was  affected  by  considerations  of  the 
needs  of  the  public  treasury.  Revenue,  though  never  the  first  aim 
of  the  Com  Laws,  was,  in  mediaeval  times  and  again  under  the 
Stewarts,  a  secondary  object.  To  this  extent  the  special  interests, 
not  only  of  consumers  and  producers,  but  also  of  the  nation,  were 
thus  early  brought  into  play.  Originally,  com  was  only  exported 
by  those  who  had  obtained,  and  in  most  cases  bought,  the  king's 
licence.  But  the  exercise  of  the  royal  prerogative  in  the  grant  of 
licences  provoked  a  constitutional  straggle,  which  for  three  cen- 
turies was  fought  with  varying  fortunes.  The  principle  at  stake 
was  the  control  of  Parliament  over  all  taxation.  In  1393  freedom 
of  export  was  allowed  by  statute  ;  but  the  statutory  liberty  might 
be  overridden  by  the  king  in  Council.  Seventy  years  later  (1463) 
the  royal  power  to  prohibit  or  permit  exportation  was  taken  away, 
and,  instead  of  the  sovereign's  discretion,  a  scale  of  prices  was 
fixed  below  which  trade  in  com  was  allowed.  More  despotic  than 
their  immediate  predecessors,  the  Tudor  sovereigns  reasserted  the 
royal  right  to  grant  licences.^  Special  circumstances  may  have 
justified  the  claim  and  its  exercise.  Agriculturally,  the  general 
aim  of  the  Tudors  was  to  encourage  tillage  in  order  to  counteract 
the  depopulating  tendencies  of  sheep-farming.  Commercially,  they 
desired  to  build  up  a  foreign  trade  as  the  chief  support  of  sea  power, 
and  English  com  was  one  of  the  commodities  which  they  hoped 

^JB.g.  25  Henry  Vm.  o.  2  (1633);   1  and  2  P.  and  11  o.  5  (1664).     See 
Appendix  111.,  B. 
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to  ezohange  for  foieign  produce.^  On  both  grounds  they  fostered 
a  trade  m  exported  grain.  Bat  uncontrolled  liberty  of  sending 
com  out  of  the  countiy  might  have  raised  home  prices  by  depleting 
home  supplies.  It  may  therefore  have  seemed  essential  to  Tudor 
statesmen  that  the  royal  power  of  prohibiting  exports  should  be 
revived  in  the  interest  of  consumers.  The  emptiness  of  the  royal 
treasury  drove  the  Stewarts  to  seek  in  this  control  of  the  corn- 
trade  an  independent  source  of  income,  and  it  was  one  of  the 
complaints  against  CSiarles  I.  that  he  had  exercised  the  royal  pre- 
rogative in  order  to  swell  his  revenue.  Ultimately  the  constitu- 
tional principle  triumphed.  From  the  Restoration  down  to  1816 
freedom  to  export  home-grown  com  was  controlled  and  regulated 
by  the  legislature  in  accordance  with  scales  of  prices  current  in  the 
home  market.  At  the  same  time  the  power  of  the  king  in  Council 
to  suspend  the  laws  regulating  both  exports  and  imports  of  grain 
was  retained  in  use  and  sanctioned  by  Parliament. 

At  the  Restoration  the  fiscal  poUcy  of  the  country  towards 
com  assumed  a  more  definite  shape.  Statutes  were  passed  in  1660, 
1663,  and  1670,  which  regulated  both  exports  and  imports  of  com. 
The  two  sets  of  regulations  cannot  henceforward  be  considered 
separately.  The  one  was  the  complement  of  the  other.  The  Act 
of  1660  *  allowed  home-grown  com  to  be  exported  when  prices  at 
the  port  of  shipment  did  not  exceed,  for  wheat,  40b.  per  quarter ; 
for  rye,  peas,  and  beans,  24s. ;  for  barley  and  malt,  20s. ;  for  oats, 
16s.  The  same  Act  levied  a  duty  of  2b.  a  quarter  on  imports  of 
foreign  wheat,  when  home  prices  were  at  or  under  44s.  a  quarter  : 
above  that  price,  the  duty  was  reduced  to  4d.  Proportionate 
duties  were  imposed  on  other  foreign  grains  according  to  their 
prices  in  the  home  market.  These  scales  of  duties  and  prices  were 
revised  in  the  Act  of  1663.'  In  the  Acts  both  of  1660  and  1663  the 
object  of  the  Government  seems  to  have  been  revenue,  for  the 
scales  of  duties  on  foreign  imports  are  remarkably  low.  In  1670, 
however,  this  pohcy  was  changed.  In  this  Act "'  for  the  Improve- 
ment of  Tillage  "  ^  com  might  be  exported,  though  the  home  prices 
rose  above  the  limit  fixed  in  1663.  At  the  same  time  prohibitive 
duties  were  levied  on  imports  of  foreign  com.    When  wheat,  for 

^  An  Act  for  the  Motntononoe  o/  the  Ncwy  paaaed  in  1662  (6  EHb.  o.  6),  per- 
mitted the  export  of  com  when  the  price  of  wheat  was  at  or  under  IOb.  per 
quarter ;  of  rye,  beaoB,  and  peas,  Ss. ;  of  barley,  6a.  Sd.     See  also  Appendix 

in.,B. 

•  12  Car.  II.  c.  4.  »  16  Car.  H.  o.  7.  «  22  Car.  H.  o.  13. 
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inataace,  stood  at  under  53s.  4d.  a  quarter,  a  duty  of  16s.  a  quarter 
was  imposed  on  foreign  com ;  when  the  home  price  was  between 
53s.  4d.  and  80s.,  the  duty  was  reduced  to  8s. ;  when  prices  rose 
above  80s.,  the  ordinary  poundage  of  4d.  a  quarter  only  was  charge- 
able. On  other  foreign  grains,  at  proportionate  prices,  similar 
duties  were  levied. 

In  the  reign  of  William  and  Mary  ^  an  addition  was  made  to  the 
system.  When  the  home  price  of  wheat  was  at,  or  under,  48s.  a 
quarter,  a  bounty  of  5s.  a  quarter  was  allowed  on  every  quarter  of 
home-grown  wheat  exported.  Similar  bounties  were  allowed  on 
the  export  of  other  grains  at  proportionate  prices.  In  the  Parlia- 
mentary debates  on  this  measure  the  interests  both  of  consumers 
and  producers  were  avowedly  considered.  On  the  one  side,  the 
Act  was  unquestionably  framed  for  the  benefit  of  producers,  to 
relieve  them  of  accumulated  stock,  and  so  to  enable  them  to  bear 
increased  public  burdens.  On  the  other  side,  it  was  expected  that 
the  stimulus  of  the  bounty  would  promote  production,  bring  a 
larger  area  of  land  under  the  plough,  increase  the  quantity  of 
home-grown  grain,  and  so  provide  a  more  constant  supply  of  com 
at  steady  prices  and  a  lower  average.  For  the  first  sixty-five  years 
of  the  eighteenth  century  results  seemed  to  justify  the  argument. 
But  it  is  difficult  to  determine  how  far  the  low  range  of  prices  which 
prevailed  from  1715  to  1765  was  due  to  prosperous  seasons,  or  how 
far  it  was  the  effect  of  the  stimulus  to  employ  improved  methods 
on  an  increased  area  of  land.  In  years  of  scarcity,  the  direct  effect 
of  the  bounty  was  inconsiderable,  because  not  only  was  that 
encouragement  withdrawn,  but  the  liberty  to  export  any  home- 
grown com  was  also  suspended.  In  years  of  abundance,  the 
bounty,  by  stimulating  exportation,  may  have  checked  the  natural 
faU  of  prices.  But  it  was  urged  that  this  advantage  to  producers 
was  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the  loss  they  sustained  in  years 
of  scarcity  from  the  frequent  prohibitions  of  exports  ;  that  prices 
were  steadied ;  that  no  violent  fall  drove  parts  of  the  corn-area 
out  of  cultivation ;  that  the  home-supply,  on  which  alone  the 
country  could  depend,  was  therefore  more  abundant  than  it  other- 
wise would  have  been  ;  that,  as  the  bounty  was  paid  without  regard 
to  the  quality  of  the  exported  grain,  English  consumers  benefited 
by  the  retention  of  the  superior  qualities  for  home  consumption. 
Possibly  consumes  may  have  f oimd  that  these  advantages  counter- 

M  W.  and  M.  o.  12. 
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baloDLoed  the  loss  suBtained  in  years  of  abundance  by  the  inter- 
ference with  natural  cheapness,  and  were  a  set  ofE  to  the  loss 
of  the  six  million  pounds,^  which,  between  1697  and  1765, 
were  raised  by  taxation,  and  in  the  shape  of  bounties  paid  over  to 
producers. 

The  fiscal  policy  on  which  the  Qovernment  embarked  in  1689 
practically  governed  the  com  trade  down  to  1815.  Scales  of  regu- 
lating prices  were  often  revised ;  but  the  principles  remained  the 
same.  On  one  side,  the  import  of  foreign  com  was  in  ordinary 
years  practically  prohibited  by  heavy  duties.  On  the  other  side, 
home  production  was  artificially  stimulated  in  order  that  a  larger 
area  might  be  maintained  under  com  cultivation  than  was  required 
in  average  seasons  for  the  maintenance  of  the  population*  In  the 
125  years  during  which  this  system  prevailed,  two  periods  may  be 
distinguished ;  the  first  lasting  from  1689  to  1765,  the  second 
extending  from  1765  to  1815. 

In  considering  the  results  of  the  fiscal  policy  of  the  Government 
during  the  first  of  these  two  periods,  it  must  be  remembered  that 
both  sets  of  laws  were  in  operation  at  the  same  time.  When  prices 
were  below  a  certain  level,  foreign  imports  were  practically  pro- 
hibited, exports  of  home-grown  com  permitted,  and  the  quantity  of 
production  stimulated  by  bounties.  When  home  prices  rose  above 
a  certain  level,  the  bounties  ceased,  exports  were  prohibited,  and 
imports  of  foreign  grain  admitted  duty  free  or  at  reduced  rates. 
It  is,  therefore,  not  easy  to  decide,  whether  consumers  gained  most 
by  the  laws  which  kept  com  in  the  country,  or  lost  most  by  those 
which  kept  it  out.  In  the  twentieth  century,  when  there  is  a  large 
additional  or  alternative  supply  of  grain,  produced  under  different 
climatic  conditions  to  our  own,  there  could  be  no  question  that  the 
loss  inflicted  by  the  prohibition  of  imports  would  be  incomparably 
the  greatest.  But  the  conditions  of  the  corn-markets  of  the  world 
in  the  seventeenth  and  eighteenth  centuries  were  so  widely  different, 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  may  not  then  have  been  unreason- 
able. Additional  supplies  were  only  obtainable  from  Northern 
Europe.  But  the  north  of  France,  the  Netherlands,  Denmark, 
North-west  Germany,  and,  to  a  less  extent,  North-east  Germany  and 
Poland,  were  affected  by  similar  climatic  conditions  to  those  of 
England.    Thus  in  unfavourable  seasons  the  whole  corn-area  then 

^  See  Appendix  III.,E. for  the  bonntieB  paid  in  the  yean  1697-1766  on  exports 
of  grain  under  the  Act  of  1  William  and  Mary,  c.  12. 
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available  suffered  simultaneously  from  deficient  harvests.  Tbrough- 
out  the  period  1689-1765  the  average  price  of  wheat  in  England  is 
stated  to  have  been  less  by  4d.  a  quarter  than  the  average  price  in 
Continental  markets.  Foreign  com,  therefore,  after  bearing  the 
cost  of  trans|)ort  and  insurance,  seldom  less  than  12s.  a  quarter  and 
often  increased  by  war-risks,  could  not  have  reduced  English  prices, 
even  if  no  import  duties  had  been  levied.  Consumers  were  not  shut 
out  from  an  alternative  and  cheaper  supply,  because  no  other  supply 
was  available  except  at  higher  prices  than  were  being  paid  for  home- 
grown grain.  On  the  other  hand,  they  profited  considerably  by  the 
results  of  the  fiscal  policy  pursued  in  England.  In  average  seasons 
England  grew  not  only  com  for  her  own  people,  but  a  surplus  for 
exportation.  It  was  only  in  adverse  seasons  that  any  deficiency  was 
probable.  When  this  was  anticipated,  the  Qovemment  had  two 
strings  to  its  bow.  The  ports  were  closed  against  exports,  and,  if 
the  supply  continued  inadequate,  were  opened  to  imports.  It 
seemed  probable,  therefore,  that  consumers  suffered  no  injury  from 
the  heavy  duty  on  imports,  or  that,  if  they  were  injured  at  all, 
their  loss  was  infinitesimal. 

During  the  period  1689-1765,  neither  the  bounties,  nor  the 
liberty  of  exportation,  nor  the  restriction  on  imports,  were  continu- 
ously operative.  In  nine  years  ^  the  bounty  was  suspended,  or  the 
exportation  of  home-grown  com  altogether  prohibited.  Generally 
this  expedient  succeeded  ;  the  unusual  quantity  of  com  retained  in 
the  country  met  the  deficiency.  But  in  three  years  ^  out  of  the 
nine  the  further  step  was  taken.  In  1741,  and  both  in  1757  and  1758 
foreign  com  was  admitted  duty  free.  The  total  amount  of  wheat 
imported  into  the  country  in  those  three  years  was  169,455  quarters. 
In  these  exceptional  years,  war  and  war-taxes,  the  restoration  of  the 
currency,  or  the  gradual  growth  of  the  population  may  have  specially 
affected  English  prices,  and  the  bounty  may,  as  its  opponents 
asserted,  have  assisted  their  upward  tendency.  But  all  these  causes 
in  combination  were  comparatively  unimportant.  Throughout 
European  markets  the  dearth  or  the  abundance  of  grain,  together 
with  high  or  low  prices,  mainly  depended  on  the  weather,  which 
generally  affected  the  whole  corn-area  in  the  same  way.  The  last 
seven  years  of  the  seventeenth  century,  for  instance,  were  long 
remembered  in  Scotland  as  the  '*  seven  ill  years,"  and  in  England 

»  1698,  1699,  1700.  1709,  1710,  1741,  1767,  1768,  1769. 
'  In  Sootland  only. 
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they  were  almost  equally  disastrous.  The  winters  of  1708-9  and 
1739-40  were  two  of  the  three  winters  ^  whioh  were  famous  in  the 
eighteenth  century  for  their  prolonged  severity.  Both  were  followed 
by  deficient  harvests.  The  wet  spring,  summer,  and  autumn  of 
1756  produced  a  scarcity  of  com,  and  the  great  heat  of  1767  caused 
the  crops  to  be  too  light  to  make  good  the  previous  shortage. 
These  unfavourable  seasons  were  not  peculiar  to  England.  They 
prevailed  throughout  Northern  Europe,  and  the  advance  of  prices 
was  general.  But  in  France,  where  the  Government  discouraged 
exports  of  grain  and  encouraged  imports,  the  distress  was  acuter  and 
more  lasting  than  in  England,  where  the  opposite  fiscal  policy  was 
adopted.  England,  in  other  words,  profited  in  these  years  of 
scarcity  by  the  large  reserve  which  the  boimty  helped  to  maintain. 

With  the  exception  of  the  years  in  which  these  deficient  harvests 
occurred,  the  period  was  generally  prosperous  for  the  labouring 
classes  in  England.  The  level  of  prices  was  low  and  steady.  As 
compared  with  the  average  price  of  wheat  in  the  seventeenth 
century,  the  first  sixty-five  years  of  the  eighteenth  century  show  a 
fall  of  16  per  cent.,  and  this  relative  cheapness  was  accompanied  by 
a  rise  of  the  same  percentage  in  the  wages  of  agricultural  labour. 
It  seems  probable  that  the  reign  of  George  11.  was  the  nearest 
approach  to  the  Golden  Age  of  the  labouring  classes.  Necessaries 
of  life  were  cheap  and  abundant ;  population  showed  no  rapid 
increase,  but  the  standard  of  living  improved.  Complaints  of  the 
low  prices  '  were  loud.  It  was  said  that  farmers  could  not  pay  their 
rents  and  landowners  could  *'  scarce  support  their  families."  The 
low  range  of  prices  quoted  by  Eden  '  for  the  years  1742-1756  is 
remarkable  for  a  country  which  was  entirely  dependent  upon  home 
suppUes,  was  a  considerable  exporter  of  grain,  and  in  nine  out  of 
the  fifteen  years  was  engaged  in  war  at  home  or  abroad. 

A  succession  of  prices  so  low  as  those  shown  in  the  Table 
on  page  263  would  naturally  have  driven  a  considerable  area 
out  of  cultivation  for  com,  and  an  advance  of  price  would 
have  been  caused  by  a  diminution  of  the  supply.  The  practical 
effect  of  the  bounty  seems  to  have  been  that  this  natural 
result  was  to  some  degree  counteracted,  though  throughout  the 

1  The  third  winter  was  1794-5. 

'  See  The  Landlord' a  Companion,  by  W.  Allen  (1736) ;  ConnderaHons  on 
th€  Preseni  SkUe  of  Affairs,  by  Lord  Lyttelton  (1739). 

3  HiHory  of  the  Labouring  Olaseee,  Appendix,  p.  Ixzz. 
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century  a  large  area  of  corn-land  was  being  converted  to  pasture. 
Thus  a  surplus  was  provided  which,  in  years  of  European  scarcity, 
mitigated  the  dearth  at  home.  During  the  whole  period  from  1716 
to  1766  the  total  imports  of  foreign  com  did  not  exceed  300,000 
quarters,  while  home-grown  com  was  sent  out  of  the  country  to  the 
amount  of  11^  millions.  The  largest  amount  of  wheat  exported  in 
any  single  year  was  reached  in  1760,  when  the  quantity  was  960,483 
quarters.^ 

JcM/uary  Prices  of  Orain  ai  Mark  Lane  and  Bear  Quay. 


Tubs. 

Whbit. 

Bisurr. 

0AX8. 

S.             1. 

1.         1. 

I.               1. 

1742 

26  to  29 

16  to  20 

12  to  16 

1743 

20, 

.23 

15  , 

.  20 

13  ..   16 

1744 

19. 

.21 

11  , 

,  13 

9  „   12 

1746 

18. 

.20 

12  , 

,  16 

12  ,.  16 

1746 

16  . 

.24 

10. 

,  12 

12  ..   14 

1747 

27  , 

.  30 

8  . 

,  12 

6  .,     9 

1748 

26. 

.28 

13  . 

,  14 

9  .,  12 

1749 

27  , 

.32 

17  . 

,  18 

14  ,.  16 

1760 

24. 

.29 

14. 

.  17 

12  .,   14 

1761 

24, 

,27 

14  . 

,  17 

13  ,.  14 

1762 

33  . 

,34 

17  . 

,  19 

12/6,,  16 

1763 

29. 

,  33 

17  . 

.  18 

10/6,,   12 

1764 

27  . 

,  33 

17  , 

.  19 

12/6,,   13 

1766 

24  . 

.26 

12  , 

>  14 

10  ..   13 

1766 

22  . 

,26 

14. 

.  16 

12  ..   13/6 

During  the  second  period  (1766-1816)  the  Government  maintained 
the  same  fiscal  poUcy  of  regulating  both  exports  and  imports,  and 
of  encouraging  exportation  by  means  of  bounties  within  a  certain 
range  of  prices.  But  in  all  other  respects  the  two  periods  are 
sharply  contrasted.  The  first  period  was  remarkable  for  low 
prices,  a  large  export  trade  in  home-grown  com,  and  the  prosperity 
of  the  labouring  classes ;  the  second  period  is  equally  remarkable 
for  high  prices,  a  growing  importation  of  foreign  com,  and  wide- 
spread misery  among  the  wage-earning  population.    When  the 

^  See  Appendix  III.,  D. 


264  THE  ENGLISH  CORN  LAWS 

fiscal  system  was  practically  unaltered,  to  what  causes  must  these 
differences  be  attributed  ? 

The  average  price  of  wheat  during  the  half  century  which  ended 
in  1764,  was  in  the  next  fifty  years  practically  trebled.  The  tendency 
is  shown  in  the  following  decennial  averages  of  the  prices  of  wheat 
per  quarter  : 

1766-74 51s. 

177&-84 48s. 

1785-94 47s. 

1795-1804     -    ■    -    -    75s. 

1806-14 93s. 

1815-24 68s. 

It  was  now  that  England  ceased  to  be  a  corn-exporting  country  and 
became  a  buyer  of  foreign  grain.  The  year  1765  marks  the  first 
stage  in  this  revolution  in  the  English  corn-trade.  For  some  few 
yeaxB  the  balance  hovered  from  side  to  side,  inclii^ng  to  excess  now 
of  exports,  now  of  imports.  After  1792  it  definitely  turned  in  favour 
of  imports,  which  from  that  date  increasingly  preponderated. 
During  the  whole  period  which  witnessed  this  change,  the  fiscal 
policy,  though  often  revised,  and  notably  in  1773  and  1791,  remained 
in  principle  the  same.  But  from  1765  to  1774,  and  again  from  1792 
to  1814,  the  liberty  to  export  com,  as  well  as  the  bounty  which 
encouraged  exportation,  was  almost  continuously  suspended. 
Imports  of  foreign  com  were  also  repeatedly  admitted  at  reduced 
rates  or  duty  free.  This  was  the  case  in  1765,  1766-8,  1772-3,  in 
1783,  in  1790,  and  practically  from  the  commencement  of  the  French 
war  (1793)  till  its  final  close.  Besides  the  frequent  revisions  and 
suspensions  of  the  regulating  prices,  great  efforts  were  made  to 
increase  home  and  foreign  supplies.  Thus  in  1772  the  inland  trade 
was  relieved  from  many  restrictions  by  the  repeal  of  the  statutory 
penalties  against  '*  badgers,  forestaUers,  engrossers,  and  regrators." 
To  increase  the  area  under  com,  numerous  enclosure  Acts  ^  were 
passed.  To  eke  out  the  home  produce,  economies  were  enforced 
by  Parliament.  Thus  the  hair-powder  tax  was  imposed  in  1796, 
and  the  use  of  wheat  and  other  grain  in  the  making  of  starch  or  in 
distilleries  was  repeatedly  prohibited.*  Still  more  exceptional 
efforts  were  made  to  secure  a  supply  of  foreign  com.  Government 
agents  were  employed  to  buy  com  in  the  Baltic,  as  it  was  feared 

^  1,593  Acta  were  paaaed  between  1795  aod  1812  induaive. 
*B.g.  in  1795-6,  1800,  1801,  1809-12. 
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that  piiyate  merohmitB  would  hesitate  to  pay  the  high  prices  which 
were  demanded  abroad.  Com  in  neutral  ships,  destined  for  fordgn 
ports,  was  seized  and  carried  to  England.  Bounties  on  imports  of 
grain  which  had  been  offered  in  1773  at  the  rate  of  4s.  a  quarter  by 
the  City  of  London,  were  offered  by  the  Grovemment  at  the  rate  of 
from  16s.  to  20b.  a  quarter  in  1795-6  and  again  in  1800  and  the  years 
tiiat  foUowed.  Substitutes  for  ordinary  com,  such  as  rice  and  maize, 
were  eagerly  bought :  the  cultivation  of  the  potato  was  greatly 
increased.  But  in  spite  of  all  these  efforts  to  provide  food,  the 
scarcity  continued  until  there  seemed  to  be  a  real  prospect  of  a 
failure  in  the  supply  of  provisions.  In  1812  the  country  stood  on 
the  very  verge  of  famine.  Shut  out  from  Continental  ports,  at  war 
not  only  with  Napoleon  but  with  America,  England  was  reduced  to 
acute  and  extreme  distress.  Conditions  were  at  their  worst.  In 
August  of  that  year  the  average  price  of  wheat  at  Mark  Lane  was 
155s.  per  quarter  ;  prices  of  other  grains,  as  well  as  of  meat,  rose  in 
proportion  ;  at  the  end  of  October  the  potato  crop  was  found  to  have 
failed  by  one-fourth.  The  year  was  one  of  the  most  severe  suffering. 
But  1813  brought  relief.  An  abundant  harvest  lowered  prices  with 
extraordinary  rapidity.  In  December  wheat  had  fallen  to  73s.  6d. 
In  1814  ^  the  fiscal  system  which  had  lasted,  though  with  many 
interruptions,  since  1689,  was  finally  abolished.  After  June  of  that 
yeekr  com,  grain,  meal,  and  flour  were  allowed  to  be  exported  without 
payment  of  duty  and  without  receiving  any  bounty.  Henceforward 
the  Com  Laws  only  survived  in  the  one-sided  form  of  restrictions  on 
imports. 

The  high  prices  which  prevailed  in  the  second  period  (1765-1815) 
have  been  explained  in  various  ways.  They  have  been  attributed 
to  the  improper  practices  of  corn-dealers,  the  growth  of  population, 
the  consolidation  of  holdings  and  diminution  of  open-field  farming, 
the  depreciation  of  the  currency,  unfavourable  seasons,  the  war,  or 
the  fiscal  system.  Each  of  these  causes  may  have  contributed  to 
the  upward  tendency  of  prices.  But  the  most  effective  reasons 
for  the  deamess  of  com  were  the  weather  and  the  war.  These  two 
causes  alone  would  sufficiently  explain  the  continued  scarcity. 
Even  under  a  system  of  absolute  free  trade,  they  would  produce  the 
same  results  to-day,  if  England  still  drew  her  supplementary  supplies 
of  com  from  the  same  limited  area  at  home  and  abroad. 

The  growth  of  the  population  is  undoubtedly  an  important  factor 

^  54  Qeo.  in.  o.  09. 


266  THE  ENGLISH  CORN  LAWS 

in  the  problem.  Between  1689  and  1816  the  inoTease  was  oonsider- 
able,  though,  like  most  of  the  political  arithmetic  which  relates  to 
the  eighteenth  century,  the  actual  numbers  are  largely  a  matter  of 
guess-work.  Li  1696  Gregory  King  estimated  the  population  of 
England  and  Wales  at  5,500,000.  At  the  accession  of  Geoige  m. 
(1760),  the  numbers  were  supposed  to  have  risen  to  between  six  and 
seven  millions.^  As  the  reign  advanced,  the  rate  of  increase  was 
accelerated.  The  first  official  census  was  taken  in  1801.  Li  that 
year  the  population  of  England  and  Wales  is  stated  to  be  8,872,980. 
In  1811  it  had  grown  to  10,150,615.  On  these  figures  the  population 
had  doubled  itself  in  125  years,  and,  even  if  no  allowance  is  made  for 
an  improved  standard  of  living,  it  is  probable  that  England  during 
the  same  period  had  doubled  her  production  of  food.  The  increased 
supply  required  to  feed  double  the  numbers  was  certainly  not  ob- 
tained from  abroad,  for  food  imports,  even  at  their  highest,  continued 
to  be  infinitesimal  in  amount.*  It  was  therefore  produced  at  home. 
In  the  case  of  wheat  it  would  be  difficult  to  prove  the  same  rate 
of  progress.  In  abundant  seasons  the  home  supply  would  probably 
have  continued  to  feed  the  country,  without  risk  of  inadequacy  or 
panic-stricken  competition,  and  therefore  cheaply.  But  in  ordinary 
seasons  the  margin  was  at  best  a  small  one,  and  in  unfavourable 
weather  a  deficit  was  certain.  It  has  been  disputed  whether  six 
bushels  or  eight  bushels  of  wheat  should  be  allowed  as  the  average 
quantity  yearly  consumed  by  each  person.  At  the  higher  rate  of 
consumption,  and  assuming  that  wheat  was  the  food  of  the  whole 
population,  seven  million  quarters  of  wheat  would  be  required  in 
1760,  and  ten  million  quarters  in  1811.  Arthur  Young,  in  1771, 
calculated  that  2,795,808  acres  were  then  under  cultivation  for 
wheat  in  England  and  Wales,  and  that  the  average  produce  per  acre 
was  three  quarters,  giving  a  total  yield  of  8,387,424  quarters.  In 
1808,  Comber  '  estimated  the  wheat  area  of  England  and  Wales  at 

^  Smith  {TraoU  on  the  Com  T^'rade)  eetimateB  the  population  of  England  and 
Wales  in  1766  at  six  millions,  of  whom  3»70O»OOO  consumed  wheat,  the  remain- 
ing 2,200,000  consuming  rye,  barley,  or  oats.  Finlaison,  of  the  National  Debt 
Office  (M'Cullooh*s  StatUtioal  Acoouni  of  the  BritM  Bfnpire,  voL  i.  399), 
calculated  the  numbers  in  1760  at  6,479,730.  Porter  {ProgrtM  of  the  NaHon, 
p.  146)  gives  the  population  in  1760-69  as  6,850,000.  NiohoUs  (Hiat.  of  the 
Engheh  Poor  Lam,  ed.  1904,  vol.  ii  p.  54)  estimates  it  in  1760  as  7,000,000. 

'  From  1801  to  1810  the  average  amount  of  wheat  annually  imported  was 
600,946  quarters,  or  about  2  pecks  per  head ;  from  1811  to  1820  it  was  only 
458,578  quarters. 

*  An  Inqmty  info  f^  8taU  of  NaUomU  SisbeiHamee,  Appendix 
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3,160,000  acres,  and  the  produce,  adopting  Young's  average  rate, 
would  be  9,480,000  quarters.  In  other  words,  while  the  population 
had  increased  by  three  millions,  the  wheat  production  had  increased 
by  only  one  million  quarters.  This  calculation,  however,  allows 
nothing  for  the  increased  productiveness  of  the  soil  under  improved 
management,  does  not  take  into  account  the  surplus  wheat  obtain- 
able from  Scotland  and  Ireland,  and  is  at  first  sight  contradicted  by 
the  large  acreage  which  enclosures  had  added  to  the  cultivated  area. 
Evidence  indeed  exists  to  prove  that  the  first  effect  of  enclosures 
of  open-field  farms  was  often  to  diminish  the  com  area.  Against 
this  decrease  must  be  set  the  quantity  of  land  which,  under  the  spur 
of  the  high  prices  of  the  Napoleonic  war,  were  brought  under  the 
plough  and  tilled  for  com.  Comber's  calculation  of  the  wheat  area 
appears  to  be  extremely  low ;  but  it  is  impossible  to  prove  the 
suspected  under-estimate.  It  is  probably  safe  to  say  that,  while  in 
an  average  season  enough  wheat  was  grown  in  England  and  Wales 
to  feed  ten  million  people,  the  surplus  was  so  smaU  as  to  expose  the 
country  to  panic  prices  whenever  a  deficiency  in  the  normal  yield 
was  anticipated. 

This  conclusion  is  confirmed  by  a  closer  examination  of  the  yield 
of  com  harvests  during  the  period.  The  seasons  from  1766  to  1816 
were  far  less  favourable  than  those  from  1716  to  1764  ;  the  former 
were  as  uniformly  prosperous  as  the  latter  were  uniformly  adverse. 
Both  in  this  country,  and  throughout  Europe,  the  harvests  of 
1766-67,  1770-74,  fell  much  below  the  average.  Prices  rose  high. 
Exports  dwindled,  and  imports  increased  in  volume.^  In  the 
decennial  period  1766-1774,  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
English  famiing,  imports  of  foreign  wheat  exceeded  the  home- 
grown exports.  Since  that  period  they  have  never  lost  their  pre- 
ponderance. For  the  next  eighteen  years  (1776-1792)  the  seasons 
were  irregular.  Thus  the  harvest  of  1779  was  long  famous  for  its 
productiveness.  On  the  other  hand,  the  years  1782-3-4  were  most 
unfavourable,  the  winters  unusually  severe,  and  the  spring  and 
summer  cold  and  ungenial.  There  was  a  general  scarcity  of  food. 
In  1782  the  imports  of  wheat  (684,183  quarters)  were  the  largest 
yet  known,  and  the  figure  was  only  once  (1796  :   879,200  quarters) 

^  1765-74,  Exports  (in  round  numbers)  610,000  quarters  ;  imports,  1,341,000, 
1775-84,  exports,  1,366,100  ;  imports,  1,072,000.  1785-04,  exports,  1,306,386 ; 
imports,  2,016,000.  1706-1804,  exports,  636,000 ;  imports,  6,686,000.  1806- 
14,  exports,  603,000  (nine  years  only,  the  records  of  1813  having  been 
destroyed) ;  imperts,  6,782,000. 
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exceeded  in  the  eighteenth  century.  Writing  in  August,  1786, 
Arthur  Young  says  :  *'  Last  winter,  hay,  straw,  and  fodder  of  all 
kinds  were  scarcer  and  dearer  than  ever  known  in  this  Kingdom. 
Severe  frosts  destroyed  the  turnips,  and  cattle  of  all  kinds,  and  sheep 
suffered  dreadfully ;  many  died,  and  the  rest  were  in  ill  plight  to 
fatten  early  in  this  summer."  The  crops  of  1789  again  were 
deficient.  Exports  were  prohibited,  and  free  imports  permitted. 
But  in  France  the  scarcity  almost  amounted  to  famine.  The 
Government  spent  large  sums  in  the  purchase  of  wheat,  and  Con- 
tinental prices  ruled  considerably  above  those  of  England.  Against 
the  deficient  harvests  of  1790  and  1792  may  be  set  the  season  of 
1791,  which  was  so  favourable  that,  for  the  last  time  in  the  history  of 
the  corn-trade,^  the  exports  of  the  following  year  exceeded  the 
imports. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  yield  of  fourteen  of  the  harvests  during 
the  twenty-eight  years  1766-92  fell  so  far  below  the  average  as  to 
create  a  scarcity ;  that  several  others  were  defective ;  and  that 
only  two  (1779  and  1791)  were  really  abundant.  Yet,  during  the 
whole  period,  the  total  excess  of  imports  of  foreign  wheat  over  the 
exports  of  home-grown  produce  only  amounted  to  1,661,000  quarters, 
or  an  average  of  little  more  than  69,000  quarters  a  year.  It  may, 
therefore,  be  reasonably  assumed  that,  if  England  had  enjoyed 
seasons  as  uniformly  favourable  as  those  of  1716-64,  she  would  have 
been  able  to  feed  her  growing  population  at  low  prices  and  yet  to 
remain  a  grain-exporting  country.  The  fact  is  a  striking  proof  of 
her  agricultural  progress.  It  is  more  than  doubtful  whether  such 
an  expansion  of  her  powers  of  production  wouM  have  been  possible 
if  the  open-field  system  of  farming  had  been  maintained. 

In  February,  1793,  war  was  proclaimed  with  France.  It  continued 
with  two  brief  intervals  tiU  1816.  As  the  struggle  progressed  the 
area  of  conflict  was  widened  untU  it  embraced  America  as  well  as 
Europe,  and  not  only  became  a  naval  and  military  war  in  which  all 
the  Powers  were  engaged,  but  developed  into  a  commercial  blockade 
directed  against  this  country.  During  the  whole  poiod  the  Oom 
Laws  were  practically  inoperative.  The  progress  of  the  war 
created  conditions  of  supply  which  alone  would  suffice  to  exjdain 
an  unprecedented  rise  of  prices.    But  the  situation  was  through- 

>  1791,  exports*  300,278  qusrten ;  imports,  22,417.  Tlie  stetemmt  in  the 
lest  is  not  UtefttUy  truec  In  1S08  the  exports  exeeeded  the  imports  by  13,116 
qoMten  (98,006  to  84,889).  But  the  exportatioQ  wm  to  the  FteoMula  for 
militeiy  pmpo—  and  for  the  soppfy  of  our  own  troops. 
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out  aggravated  by  an  unusual  reourrenoe  of  unproduotive 
seasons. 

The  wheat  harvests  in  the  twenty-two  years  1793-1814  ^  may  be 
thus  analysed.  Fourteen  were  deficient ;  in  seven  out  of  the 
fourteen,  the  crops  failed  to  a  remarkable  extent,  namely,  in  1796, 
1799, 1800, 1809, 1810,  1811,  1812.  Six  produced  an  average  yield. 
Only  two,  1796  and  1813,  were  abundant ;  but  the  latter  was  long 
regarded  as  the  best  within  living  memory.  Towards  the  close  of  the 
period,  the  increased  extent  of  the  wheat  area  to  some  degree  com- 
pensated for  the  comparative  failure  of  the  crops.  But  the  repeated 
deficiencies  created  an  almost  continuous  apprehension  of  real 
scarcity  which  was  expressed  in  abnormal  prices.  To  a  generation 
which  draws  its  suppUes  from  sources  so  remote  that  climatic  con- 
ditions vary  almost  infinitely,  the  panic  may  seem  unintelligible. 
It  was  not  so  in  the  days  of  the  Napoleonic  wars.  The  quantity 
available  from  the  United  States  was  scanty,  and  over  the  com 
areas  of  Europe  a  similar  series  of  unproductive  seasons  seems  to 
have  prevailed.  To  this,  however,  there  was  one  notable  exception. 
The  harvests  of  1808  and  1809  were  remarkably  favourable  in 
France  and  the  Netherlands,  and,  at  the  very  height  of  the  struggle 
with  Napoleon,  it  was  from  the  French  cornfields  that  England 
obtained  her  additional  supplies. 

The  deficiency  of  the  home  harvests  and  the  consequent  fear  of 
scarcity  naturally  raised  prices  of  com.  The  upward  tendency  was 
in  various  wa3^  enormously  increased  by  the  progress  of  the  war 
and  the  commercial  blockade  which  it  developed.  No  doubt  the 
struggle  in  which  the  country  was  engaged  quickened  the  activity 
and  industry  of  the  population,  stimulated  agricultural  improve- 
ments, sharpened  the  inventive  faculties  to  economise  both  in 
money  and  in  labour.  On  the  other  hand,  the  war  raised  the  rate 
of  interest,  added  to  the  burden  of  taxation,  increased  the  cost  of 
com-growiog,  and  withdrew  ioto  unproductive  channels  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  the  capital  and  labour  of  the  country.  Besides 
these  ordinary  results,  the  peculiar  character  which  the  struggle 
gradually  assumed  threatened  to  deprive  England  of  any  alternative 
supply  of  foreign  grain  which  could  supplement  the  resources  that 
she  derived  from  her  own  soil,  from  Scotland,  and  from  Ireland. 
Again  and  again  the  political  situation  was  reflected  in  Mark  Lane. 


^  Tooke'8  HiHory  of  Prioea^  ed.  1867,  Appendix  vi    "  Seasons  1792-1806 
ToL  vi  pp.  471-83,  and  voL  i  pp.  213-376,  and  voL  ii.  pp.  1-3. 
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Thus,  in  1800»  it  was  not  merely  the  prospeot  or  subsequent  certainty 
of  an  unproductive  harvest  which  raised  prices,  for  the  actual 
deficiency  had  been  greater  in  1794-5.  It  was  the  further  dread  of 
being  cut  off  from  foreign  supplies.  It  was  the  hostility  of  Russia 
and  Denmark,  the  consequent  fear  that  the  Baltic  would  be  dosed 
against  our  grain-ships,  and  the  ahnost  simultaneous  news  that 
Prussia  had  imposed  a  heavy  duty  on  all  grain  exports,  which  com- 
bined to  send  wheat  to  130s.  a  quarter.  At  a  later  stage  in  the 
stnig^,  the  deficiency  in  our  home  supply  was  less  in  1811-12  than 
it  had  been  in  1704-6  or  in  1799-1800.  But  it  was  the  threat  of  a 
complete  stoppage  of  all  foreign  supplies  by  the  Berlin  and  Milan 
decrees,  which  turned  the  dread  of  scarcity  into  a  panic-stricken 
competition  and  carried  the  price  of  wheat  in  1812  to  156s.  a  quarter. 
Even  if  the  war  never  actually  effected  a  commercial  blockade,  its 
risks,  together  with  the  restrictions  on  exports  enforced  by  foreign 
Powers  and  the  licences  for  navigation  required  by  the  British 
Government,  forced  up  the  rates  of  freight  and  insurance  to  a 
prodigious  height.  During  the  period  1810-12,  this  increase  in 
the  costs  of  conveyance  culminated,  and  the  charges  for  the  trans- 
port of  foreign  com  rose  to  as  much  as  60b.  a  quarter.  Thus,  even 
if  it  was  possible  to  obtain  additional  supplies  from  abroad,  they 
could  only  be  brought  into  the  country  at  an  unprecedented  expense. 

The  history  of  the  Oom  Laws,  thus  briefly  outlined,  confirms  the 
impression  that,  down  to  1815,  they  exeroiBed  little  or  no  influence 
on  prices.  If  that  is  so,  they  were  not  the  cause  of  the  great  rise  of 
rents  which  the  last  quarter  of  a  century  had  witnessed.  Hitherto 
the  only  practical  effect  of  the  restrictions  on  imports  had  been  to 
prevent  com  from  being  brought  into  the  country  for  the  purpose 
of  gaining  the  bounty  on  exportation.  In  ordinary  years,  no  foreign 
com  could  have  been  imported,  even  duty  free,  at  prices  which 
could  reduce,  or  compete  with,  home-grown  produce.  In  years 
of  scarcity,  the  deficiency  generally  extended  over  Europe,  and 
foreign  supplies  were  either  not  obtainable,  or  obtainable  only  at 
prices  at  least  as  high  as  our  own.  During  the  frequent  periods  of 
war,  these  conditions  were  aggravated  by  the  prodigious  cost  of 
transport.  Great  Britain  had  in  the  main  fed  her  own  population, 
and  her  prices  had  depended  on  the  seasons.  CSonsumers  had  not 
suffered  from  the  Oom  Laws,  because  no  alternative  cheaper  supply 
was  available  from  abroad. 

After  1816  these  conditions  were  to  a  great  extent  altered.    The 
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bounty  on  exportation  had  been  abolished.  Freedom  of  export 
was  allowed,  and  was  never  suspended,  because  there  was  no  margin 
of  produce  which  could  be  retained  in  the  country  by  prohibiting 
it  from  being  sent  abroad.  Population  was  beginning  to  equal 
production.  So  long  as  there  had  been  a  surplus  of  home-grown 
grain,  which  could  be  kept  in  the  country  by  suspending  the  licence 
to  export,  the  Com  Laws  had  steadied  prices.  Now,  in  times  of 
scarcity,  they  only  increased  the  range  of  fluctuation  in  rise  and 
fall  by  excluding  alternative  supplies.  Bevenue  was  not  their 
object,  because  the  duties  were  so  high  as  to  be  prohibitory.  They 
were  frankly  protective,  intended  to  shut  out  imports,  and  so 
maintain  the  prices  of  home-grown  produce  above  a  permanent 
level.  Even  so,  the  interests  of  consumers  would  not  necessarily 
have  been  sacrificed  to  those  of  producers,  unless  an  additional 
and  cheaper  supply  had  been  obtainable.  That  condition  was 
now,  in  most  years,  fulfilled.  The  charges  of  transport  had  fallen 
to  their  peace  level ;  throughout  Northern  Europe  com  was  once 
more  sown  and  reaped  without  fear  of  the  ravages  of  war,  and 
Continental  prices  ruled  below  those  of  Oreat  Britain :  from  the 
New  World  came  an  increasing  supply,  which  was  not  affected  by 
the  same  climatic  conditions  as  those  of  the  North  of  Europe. 
Henceforth  external  sources  existed,  from  which  deficiencies  in 
the  yield  of  home  harvests  might  be  supplied  without  raising  prices 
beyond  the  addition  of  the  costs  of  conveyance.  If  to  these  costs 
were  added  the  payment  of  heavy  duties,  it  might  be  said  that  the 
price  of  bread  was  artificially  raised  to  maintain  the  level  of  the 
profits  of  landowners  and  farmers. 

Another  important  change  had  taken  place  in  the  position  of 
the  antagonists  in  the  coming  struggle  over  the  prices  of  com.  The 
issue  was  no  longer  centred  on  principles  of  abstract  morality ; 
it  was  transferred  to  the  practical  region  of  trade.  Our  ancestors 
passed  laws  to  establish  just  prices ;  their  successors  legislated 
to  secure  reasonable  profits.  The  change  may  have  been  a  change 
rather  of  word9  than  of  ideas.  But  it  was  not  without  significance. 
Down  to  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century,  the  great  preponder- 
ance of  the  nation  had  been  interested  in  prices  both  as  consumers 
and  producers  of  com.  Now  the  proportions  were  completely 
altered,  and  the  majority  had  permanentiy  shifted.  The  new 
manufacturing  class  was  rapidly  growing ;  the  mass  of  open-field 
farmers  had  become  agricultural  labourers,  whose  real  wages  rose 
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with  the  cheapness  or  feU  with  the  deamess  of  bread.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  interests  of  producers  of  com  were  now  represented 
by  a  comparatively  small  and  dwindling  class  of  landowners  and 
farmers,  who  in  recent  years  had  enormously  raised  their  own 
standard  of  living.  Numerically  small,  but  politicaUy  powerful, 
this  class  was  convinced  that  the  war-prices  yielded  only  reasonable 
profits.  The  great  majority  of  the  population  was  convinced  to 
the  contrary. 

Yet  it  would  be  unfair  to  represent  that  the  protective  policy  of 
the  later  Com  Laws  was  entirely  maintained  by  a  Parliamentaiy 
majority  swayed  by  selfish  motives.  It  was  supported,  up  to  a 
certain  point,  by  many  who  stood  outside  the  circle  of  the  landed 
interests,  and  ranked  as  disciples  of  Adam  Smith.  It  never  entered 
into  their  calculations  that  Great  Britain  could  ever  become  depen- 
dent for  its  food  supply  on  foreign  countries.  On  the  contrary,  the 
view  was  strongly  held  that  every  prosperous  nation  must  in 
ordinary  seasons  rely  for  its  means  of  subsistence  on  its  own  resources, 
and  must  meet  the  growth  of  numbers  with  a  corresponding  increase 
in  the  supply  of  food.  This  doctrine  was  almost  universally 
accepted.  Porter,  the  author  of  The  Progress  of  the  Nation,^  was 
an  advanced  Free  Trader.  But  he  argued  that  **  every  country 
which  makes  great  and  rapid  progress  in  population  must  make 
equal  progress  in  the  production  of  food."  He  quotes  the  example 
of  Great  Britain  in  support  of  his  view.  By  comparing  the  growth 
of  population  with  the  inorease  in  the  quantity  of  imported  wheat, 
he  shows  that  unprovements  in  agriculture  had,  to  a  remarkable 
extent,  enabled  the  country  to  keep  pace  with  its  increasing  needs. 
Thus  in  1811,  when  the  population  of  Great  Britain  was  asoortained 
to  be  11,768,726,  only  600,946  were  fed  by  fdfejgn  wheat.  At  the 
end  of  the  next  decade,  1811-20,  the  popolatioii  had  risen  to 
13,404,217,  and  the  home  supply  was  enou^  for  aD  but  458,676. 
At  the  okMe  of  the  third  decade,  1821-90,  the  population  had 
grown  to  16,466,474 ;  yet  only  634,992  depended  on  the  foreign 
supply.  In  1841,  the  numbers  had  increased  to  17,535,826 ;  but 
home-grown  wheat  fed  all  bat  907«6S8  peteons.  In  other  words, 
British  wheat,  in  1811,  had  fed  a  population  of  11,168,779 ;  in 
1841,  enoQ^  iHieat  was  produced  at  home  to  feed  a  population  of 
16»628,188.    Thu  in  thirty  years  Biitash  land  had  inereased  its  pro- 
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ductiveness  by  5|  million  quarters.  Porter  evidently  expected 
that  this  proportionate  progress  would  continue.  He  himself 
advocated  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws  ;  but  there  were  other  Free 
Traders  who  hesitated  to  go  this  length,  for  fear  that  improvements 
should  be  discouraged,  and  that  the  country  should  mainly  depend 
for  its  bread  upon  foreign  wheat. 

Agriculturists  also  argued,  and  no  doubt  conscientiously  believed, 
that,  if  com  in  any  quantity  were  brought  into  the  country  from 
abroad,  home-prices  would  cease  to  yield  reasonable  profits  ;  that 
agricultural  land  would  be  forced  out  of  cultivation ;  that  rents 
and  wages  would  fall ;  that  rural  employment  would  diminish ; 
that  the  virility  of  the  nation  would  be  impaired  by  the  influx  into 
towns  and  the  consequent  depopulation  of  country  districts.  To 
these  arguments  Parliament  lent  a  sympathetic  ear.  The  limit 
of  home-prices,  at  which  the  importation  of  grain  was  allowed  at 
nominal  duties,  was  raised  in  the  case  of  wheat  from  48s.  in  1773 
to  85s.  in  1815.  Below  those  limits,  duties,  so  heavy  as  to  be 
practically  prohibitive,  were  levied  on  imported  com  or  on  its 
removal  from  the  bonded  warehouses  for  consumption.  In  1828 
the  evils  of  this  restrictive  legislation,  though  apparently  modified, 
were  really  aggravated  by  the  adoption  of  a  sliding  scale  of  duties, 
which  varied  with  the  prices  of  home-grown  grain.  The  importa- 
tion of  com  became  a  gamble,  and  foreign  importers  combined  to 
raise  home-prices  in  order  to  pay  the  lower  scale  of  duties.  Tet  in 
spite  of  this  experience  the  graduated  system  was  maintained  in 
the  legislation  of  1842  and  1845. 

Meanwhile  the  whole  protective  policy,  of  which  the  Com  Laws 
only  formed  a  part,  was  gradually  becoming  discredited.  In  1815 
a  minority  of  the  Peers  had  entered  a  powerful  protest  against  the 
exclusion  of  foreign  com.  In  1820  the  merchants  presented  their 
famous  petition,  which  was  drawn  up  by  Thomas  Tooke,  the 
author  of  the  History  of  Prices,  A  war  of  pamphlets  raged  con- 
tinuously. In  the  treatment  of  colonial  produce  especially,  there 
were  signs  of  the  abandonment  of  a  rigidly  protective  poUcy.  The 
principle  of  colonial  preference,  already  recognised  in  1766,  had 
been  acted  upon  in  1791,  1804,  and  1815.  Com  from  British 
possessions  was  allowed  to  be  imported  at  a  nominal  duty  at  a 
lower  limit  of  home-prices  than  that  fixed  for  foreign  produce. 
Ten  years  later,  com  from  the  British  possessions  of  North  America 

was  permitted  to  enter  British  ports  at  a  constant  duty  of  5s. 

s 
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without  refeienoe  to  home-pricee.  Li  1843  this  principle  was 
carried  yet  further.  A  special  concession  was  made  to  Canada. 
Li  return  for  a  preference  granted  to  British  trade,  Canadian  com, 
irrespectiye  of  home-prices,  was  admitted  at  a  nominal  duty  of  Is. 
Encouraged  by  these  concessions,  the  agitation  against  the  Com 
Laws  gathered  strength.  It  gradually  extended  from  a  demand 
for  the  relaxation  of  the  stringent  duties  to  a  demand  for  their 
total  aboUtion.  For  a  brief  period  the  pressure  was  reduced  by 
the  favourable  seasons  of  1831-36.  In  1835,  wheat  fell  to  39s.  4d., 
the  lowest  price  at  which  it  had  been  sold  for  54  years.  Hopes 
revived  that  the  improvements  in  farming  had  again  placed  pro- 
duction on  a  level  with  the  growth  of  population.  The  Com  Laws 
were  for  the  moment  forgotten.  But  the  unfavourable  cycle  of 
1837-41  again  forced  the  question  to  the  front.  From  1839  onwards 
the  Anti-Gom-Law  League  used  its  growing  influence  in  favour 
of  total  repeal.  The  demand  for  cheap  food  grew  more  and  more 
insistent  from  the  labouring  classes.  Manufacturers  echoed  the 
cry,  because  cheap  food  meant  a  lower  cost  of  production,  and 
because  food  imports  would  be  pcdd  for  by  exported  manufac- 
tures. Finally,  the  disastrous  harvest  of  1845  and  the  potato 
famine  compelled  the  Government  to  yield.  The  "  rain  rained 
away  "  the  Com  Laws.  In  1846  the  existing  duties  were  modifled 
according  to  a  scale  which  was  to  continue  in  force  till  February  1, 
1849.  After  that  date  aU  kinds  of  foreign  com  were  to  be  admitted 
at  the  nominal  fixed  duty  of  Is.  a  quarter.  That  nominal  duty 
was  finally  repealed  in  1869. 
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CHAPTER  XIII. 

HIGHWAYS. 

The  local  progrefis  of  fanning,  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
had  been  great ;  but  its  general  advance  was  still  hampered  by 
numerous  hindrances.  In  many  parts  of  England  the  inveterate 
preference  for  old-fashioned  practices  was  slowly  yielding  to  experi- 
ence of  the  results  of  more  modem  methods.  Defects  in  the 
relations  between  owners  and  occupiers  were  mitigated  by  the 
grant  of  leases,  which  secured  to  improving  tenants  a  return  for 
their  outlay  of  money  and  labour.  Obstacles  presented  by  soil 
and  climate,  so  far  as  they  were  capable  of  remedy,  were  in  pro- 
cess of  removal.  Experience  had  shown  that  sands  might  be 
fertilised,  and  the  acidity  of  sour  land  corrected,  by  the  use  of 
the  proper  dressings,  selected  with  judgment  and  applied  with 
perseverance ;  that  considerable  tracts  of  moor,  heath,  and  moss 
might  be  brought  into  profitable  cultivation  ;  that  fens  and  swamps 
might  be  drained ;  that  even  the  disadvantages  of  climate  might 
be  ameliorated  by  plantations.  But  there  remained  a  number 
of  hindrances,  which  originated  in  the  laws  and  customs  of  the 
country.  To  this  class  belonged  difficulties  of  communication. 
The  incidence  of  tithe  on  the  produce  of  the  land  will  be  treated  in 
a  subsequent  chapter. 

A  generation  familiar  with  railways  and  good  roads  can  hardly 
appreciate  the  obstacle  to  progress  which  was  created  by  diffi- 
culties of  transport  and  communication.  Up  to  the  middle  of  the 
eighteenth  century,  rivers  had  exercised  the  greatest  influence  on 
the  development  of  inland  trade  centres.  In  few  districts,  and 
only  in  favourable  seasons,  could  heavy  goods  be  conveyed  over 
the  unmade  roads.  The  command  of  water  carriage  was  all- 
important.  On  straightening,  deepening,  or  widening  rivers  so  as 
to  make  them  navigable,  eajrly  legislators  from  the  fifteenth  century 
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onwards,  had  mainly  concentrated  their  efforts  to  improve  internal 
communications.  Not  only  inland  towns,  but  seaports  themselves, 
often  owed  their  early  prosperity  to  their  situation  at  the  mouths 
of  rivers.  Bristol,  or  Hull,  or  Boston,  or  Lynn,  for  instance, 
collected  and  distributed  produce  along  the  course  of  the  Severn 
and  the  Wye,  or  the  Trent  and  the  Idle,  or  the  Ouse,  the  Welland, 
and  the  Witham.  Even  London  derived  some  of  its  pre-eminence 
from  the  produce  which  was  carried  over  the  Thames  and  its 
tributaries.  To  Liverpool  the  closing  of  the  port  of  Chester  by 
the  sands  which  choked  the  Dee,  and  the  opening  up  of  the  interior 
by  making  navigable  the  upper  waters  of  the  Mersey  (1694),  the 
Irwell  and  the  Weaver  (1720),  proved  the  real  starting-point  of  its 
trade.  By  means  of  these  water-highways  inland  towns  became 
seaports.  They  were  the  centres  for  collecting  and  distributing 
produce  over  the  interior  of  the  country.  Fleets  of  trows,  '*  bil- 
landers,"  floats,  lighters,  and  barges  were  engaged  in  the  trade. 
On  the  Severn,  for  instance,  which  was  navigable  as  far  as  Welsh- 
pool, 376  vessels  were  employed  in  1756.  The  famous  Stourbridge 
Fair  was  supplied  with  heavy  goods  by  the  Ouse,  which  enabled 
boats,  each  carrying  40  tons  of  freight,  to  load  and  unload  at 
Cambridge.  York  was  accessible  to  vessels  of  from  60  to  80  tons, 
and  claimed  rights  of  wreckage  as  a  seaport.  Exeter  and  Taunton 
carried  on  a  home  and  foreign  trade  by  means  of  the  Eze  and 
the  Parret.  Coal  reached  Hereford  by  the  Wye.  Coventry  com- 
municated with  the  sea  by  means  of  the  Warwickshire  Avon. 
From  Bawtry,  on  the  Yorkshire  Idle,  were  distributed  the  lead  of 
Derbyshire,  the  edged  tools  of  Sheffield,  the  iron  goods  of  Hallam- 
shire,  as  weU  as  the  foreign  goods  which  entered  the  country  at 
Hull.  Cambridgeshire  and  Huntingdonshire  shipped  their  barley 
and  malt  from  Ware  on  the  Lea.  Gloucestershire  cheesemakers 
sent  their  cheese  to  London  down  the  Thames  from  Lechlade. 
Burslem  wares  were  carried  in  pot-waggons  or  on  pack-hcHses  to 
Bridgnorth  on  the  Severn. 

From  utilising  the  natural  waterwa3^  of  the  country  it  seemed 
but  a  short  step  to  supplementing  them  as  arteries  of  trade  by 
the  canstruction  of  canals.  Pioneers  in  the  early  stages  of  this 
movement  were  Sir  Richard  Weston,  who  in  the  reign  of  Qiaries  I. 
canalised  the  Wey,  and  Sir  William  Sandys,  of  Ombeorsley  in 
Worcestershire,  who  in  1661  obtained  extensive  powers  to  cut 
new  channels,  and  build  looks  on  the  Wye  and  the  Lugg.    More 
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extensive  plans  were  floating  in  the  minds  of  Francis  Mathew^ 
and  Andrew  Yarranton.*  Mathew  in  1655  had  laid  before  Cromwell 
a  scheme  for  connecting  London  with  Bristol,  by  the  construction 
of  a  canal  to  join  the  Thames  and  the  Avon.  No  notice  seems  to 
have  been  taken  of  the  plan.  Nor  was  his  project  more  successful 
fifteen  years  later.  '*  Many  Lords  and  Gentlemen,"  says  Yarranton, 
"  were  ingaged  in  it.  .  .  .  But  some  foolish  Discourse  at  Coffee- 
houses laid  asleep  that  design  as  being  a  thing  impossible  and 
impracticable."  Yarranton  himself  proposed  to  make  Banbury  a 
great  distributing  centre  by  connecting  it  with  the  Severn  and  the 
Thames.  At  an  estimated  cost  of  £10,000,  he  planned  to  make 
the  Cherwell  navigable  from  Oxford  to  Banbury,  and  to  cut  a  new 
channel  from  the  latter  place  to  Shipton-on-the-Stour,  whence 
goods  might  be  carried  by  the  Avon  into  the  Severn  below  Tewkes- 
bury. Both  writers  insist  on  the  extreme  isolation  of  inland 
districts,  the  need  of  supplying  food  to  manufacturing  centres, 
the  prohibitive  cost  of  conveying  heavy  goods  by  land,  and  the 
impassable  nature  of  the  roads  for  wheeled  traffic. 

In  canal  construction  England  lagged  far  behind  foreign  countries, 
though  useful  work  continued  to  be  done  in  making  existing  rivers 
navigable.  Thus  the  clothiers  of  Leeds  and  Wakefield  found  new 
and  cheaper  markets  when  conmiunication  with  Hull  by  the  Aire 
and  the  Calder  was  opened  up  in  1699  ;  Preston  gained  its  oppor- 
tunity for  manufacturing  development  when  the  Douglas  (1720) 
carried  Wigan  coal  to  the  Ribble  ;  the  connection  of  Sheffield  with 
the  Humber  by  mecuis  of  the  Don  (1732)  gave  a  fresh  impulse  to  the 
cutlery  trade.  But  rivers  were  unsatisfactory  as  carriers  of  goods. 
Subject  to  flood  or  drought,  constantly  liable  to  become  choked, 
tortuous  in  their  course,  they  were  also  limited  in  their  range  and 
left  large  districts  untouched.  If  waterways  were  to  be  made 
efficient  means  of  carriage,  they  must  be  permanently  suppUed 
with  water,  subject  neither  to  deficiency  nor  excess,  capable  of 
being  carried  over  or  through  natural  obstacles  in  any  direction 
required. 

In  1755  the  Sankey  Brook  Canal  brought  the  St.  Helens  coal- 
fields into  direct  communication  with  Liverpool  by  means  of  a 

^  The  Opening  of  Rivera  for  Navigation^  etc.,  by  Francis  Mathew,  1655. 
A  Mediterranean  Ptueage  hy  WcUer  from  London  to  Bristol^  etc.,  by  Francis 
Maihew,  1670. 

'  England' a  Improvemeni  by  Sea  and  Land,  by  Andrew  Yarranton  Qent.  1677. 
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new  ohannel,  fed  with  a  contmuous  supply  of  water,  and  provided 
with  a  system  of  locks  which  overcame  the  difficulties  of  the  descent 
into  the  valley  of  the  Mersey.  This  channel  was  the  first  true 
canal,  as  distinguished  from  straightening  the  courses  of  rivers. 
Before  the  work  was  completed,  the  Duke  of  Bridgwater  obtained 
the  sanction  of  the  legislature  (1759)  for  the  famous  canal  which 
bears  his  name.  Brindley's  triumph  was  the  real  starting-point  of 
the  movement.  He  was  the  engineer  of  numerous  similar  works. 
The  Mersey  and  Trent  Canal,  for  example,  joined  Liverpool  and 
HuU,  and  thus  united  the  ports  of  the  East  and  the  West.  Branches 
were  thrown  out,  which  gradually  linked  together  Liverpool, 
London,  Bristol,  Birmingham,  and  Hull  by  water.  The  develop- 
ment of  inland  navigation  which  Brindley  had  begun  was  continued 
by  Telford  and  others.  The  new  mecuis  of  transport  powerfully 
influenced  the  progress  of  the  industrial  revolution.  Between  1790 
and  1794  alone,  81  Canal  Acts  were  obtaiaed,  and  a  canal  mania 
was  started,  which  was  only  paralleled  by  the  railway  mania  of 
the  last  century.  By  1834  England  had  been  covered  with  a  net- 
work of  more  than  4000  miles  of  canals  and  navigable  rivers. 

To  some  extent  the  surface  of  the  roads  was  saved  by  the  sub- 
stitution of  water-carriage  for  the  conveyance  of  heavy  goods. 
But  the  development  of  canal  traffic  did  not  always  improve 
internal  communications.  The  increased  carriage  of  heavy  goods, 
such  as  coal,  iron,  timber,  lime,  stone,  salt,  and  com,  to  and  from 
the  wharves,  destroyed  the  roads  in  the  neighbourhood.  To  some 
extent  this  extraordinary  traffic  was  carried  on  railways,  laid  down 
by  the  canal  companies,  as  feeders  to  their  trade.^  But  the  range 
was  limited.  It  was  plain  that,  if  full  advantage  was  to  be  taken 
of  the  new  means  of  inland  navigation,  roads  must  be  scientifically 
constructed  to  bear  the  increased  traffic.  Li  McAdam  and  Telford 
were  found  the  exponents  of  this  necessary  science.  The  progress 
of  enclosures  also  favoured  road-improvement.  So  long  as  land 
lay  unenclosed,  traveUers  were  allowed  to  deviate  from  the  track 
to  avoid  the  ruts  worn  by  their  predecessors.  Thomas  Mace 
(1676)  *  describes  how  land  was  *'  spoiled  and  trampled  down  in 
all  wide  roads  where  coaches  and  carts  take  liberty  to  pick  and 

^  See  obiter  xvii  pp.  S50-S. 

*ProJU^  Convenience^  and  Piearare,  to  the  WhoU  NaOon,  Being  a  Short 
BaHonai  Diecouree  .  .  .  ooneeming  the  Highwajfe  of  England,  by  niamaa 
Maoe  (1676). 
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ohuse  for  their  best  advantages."  A  oentary  later,  a  Reporter 
contrasts  the  state  of  a  district  near  Norwich  in  the  last  decade  of 
the  eighteenth  century  with  its  condition  before  1760 :  "  Thirty 
years  ago,'*  he  says,  "  it  was  an  extensive  heath  without  either 
tree  or  shrub,  only  a  sheep-walk  to  another  farm.  Such  a  number 
of  carriages  crossed  it,  that  they  would  sometimes  be  a  mile  abreast 
of  each  other  in  search  of  the  best  track.  Now  there  is  an  excellent 
turnpike  road,  enclosed  on  each  side  with  a  good  quickset  hedge, 
and  the  whole  laid  out  in  enclosures  and  cultivated  in  the  Norfolk 
system  in  superior  style."  Instead  of  these  common  tracks,  with 
their  wide  margins  of  deviation,  enclosure  Acts  substituted  defined 
and  constructed  roads.  Not  only  was  science  needed  for  making 
new  highways,  but  the  existing  machinery  for  maintaining  those 
already  in  existence  had  broken  down  under  the  stress  of  modem 
needs. 

^  Throughout  the  Middle  Ages  the  great  Roman  roads  were  the  main 
thoroughfares.  Watling  Street  ran  from  Kent  to  Chester  and  York, 
branching  northwards  to  Carlisle  and  Newcastle ;  the  Fosse  Way 
crossed  England  from  Bath  to  Lincoln ;  Ermine  Street  led  from 
London  to  Lincoln  and  thence  to  Doncaster  and  York ;  Icknield 
Street,  more  difficult  to  trace,  swept  inland  from  Norwich,  passed 
through  Dunstable,  and  ultimately  reached  Southampton.  For 
centuries  they  required  and  received  little  repair  owing  to  the 
solidity  of  their  construction.  A  firm  foundation  of  beaten  earth 
was  secured.  On  this  were  laid,  first,  large  stones,  often  embedded 
in  mortar  ;  then  a  layer  of  small  stones  mixed  with  mortar  ;  above 
these  two  layers,  lime  mixed  with  chalk  and  pounded  brick,  or  with 
gravel,  sand,  and  clay  ;  and  finally  the  paved  surface. 

Planned  and  built  by  the  State,  these  Roman  hijghways  offered 
a  striking  contrast  to  the  subsequent  roads,  which  were  laid  out  in 
haphazard  fashion  as  need  arose.  The  art  of  road-making  was  lost, 
or  the  cost  beyond  the  reach  of  local  effort.  Unmetalled  tracks 
crept  along  the  edges  of  streams,  which  often  afforded  a  better 
bottom  than  the  ways  themselves,  or  sought  sound  foothold  for 
men  and  beasts  across  unenclosed  land,  or  boldly  kept  on  high  ground 
to  escape  the  bogs  and  quagmires.  Gradually  footways,  horseways, 
and  cartways  ^  were  levelled  by  traffic  across  the  plains  or  hollowed 

^  The  Romans  reoognifled  the  same  distinotioiifl.  The  iter,  actus,  and  via 
were  the  Englwh  footpath,  bridle- way,  and  carriage  road.  Botii  in  Roman  and 
in  Rngliah  law  the  greater  included  the  leas,  so  that  the  via  was  open,  not  only 
to  vehicles,  but  to  foot-passengers  and  animals. 


280  HIGHWAYS 

through  the  hills.  Besides  the  highways  between  town  and  town, 
each  manor  had  its  by-roads,  leading  from  the  village  to  the  open 
fields,  the  commons,  the  mill,  or  the  church.  The  ordinary  principle 
which  governed  the  repair  of  thoroughfares  was  that  they  shoold 
be  maintained  by  those  who  had  the  use  of  them.  The  duty  of 
maintaining  communication  between  market  towns  rested  on  the 
inhabitants  of  the  parishes  through  which  the  roads  passed  ;  within 
the  limits  of  chartered  towns  it  fell  on  the  townsmen,  on  whom  rates 
or  tolls  were  sometimes  levied.  Local  by-roads  within  the  boun- 
daries of  manors  were  repaired  by  the  manorial  tenantry  as  one  of 
the  conditions  of  their  tenure,  and  they  were  bound  to  provide  the 
necessary  implements  and  labour.  These  obligations  were  respec- 
tively enforced  by  county  or  municipal  authorities  or  manorial 
courts.  But  road  repair  did  not  entirely  depend  on  the  performance 
of  legal  liabilities.  It  was  also  enjoined  as  a  religious  duty.  Travel- 
lers were  classed  with  the  sick  and  poor  as  objects  of  Christian  charity. 
Indulgences  were  granted  to  offenders  who  gave  their  money  or 
their  labour  for  the  construction  or  repair  of  roads  and  bridges. 
For  the  same  object  pious  bequests  were  encouraged.  Oifts  of  this 
kind  occur  as  late  as  the  sixteenth  century,  and  in  the  reign  of 
Edward  VI.  one  of  the  enquiries  made  at  the  Visitations  of  Bishops 
was  whether  these  bequests  were  administered  according  to  the 
intentions  of  the  donors. 

For  a  short  period  during  the  reign  of  Edward  I.,  road  improve- 
ment had  received  some  attention  from  Govenmient.  When  new 
ports,  like  those  of  Sandwich  and  Hull,  were  constructed,  care  was 
taken  to  provide  good  approaches  by  land.  An  attempt  was  also 
made  to  safeguard  the  lives  and  property  of  traveUers  on  the  king's 
highway.  Adjoining  landowners  were  compeUed  by  statute  to 
clear  all  roads  between  market  towns  from  trees  and  underwood  to  a 
space  of  200  feet  on  either  side.  The  object  was  not  the  preservation 
of  the  roads  by  the  admission  of  light  and  air,  but  the  destruction 
of  the  lurking  places  of  robbers.  If  any  crime  of  violence  was 
committed  on  a  highway  not  properly  cleared,  the  adjoining  owner 
was  held  responsible.  But  the  energies  of  Edward's  successors 
were  absorbed  in  other  directions  than  the  maintenance  of  rural 
roads.  As  the  fourteenth  century  advanced,  the  general  burden  of 
taxation  and  the  scarcity  of  labour  increased  the  growing  neglect 
of  public  highways.  Agricultural  changes  told  in  the  same  direction. 
So  long  as  lay  and  ecclesiastical  nobles,  in  order  to  consume  the 
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produce  of  their  estates,  had  travelled  from  manor  to  manor  with 
their  retinues,  household  furniture,  and  utensils,  they  had  been 
interested  in  the  means  of  transit.  Their  visits  ceased  when  their 
lands  were  let  on  lease.  At  the  same  time  the  decay  of  the  manorial 
organisation  facilitated  the  evasion  by  the  tenants  of  duties  which 
had  ceased  to  be  personally  valuable  to  their  lords.  Beads,  made  at 
will,  were  repaired,  or  not,  at  pleasure ;  everybody's  business  was 
nobody's  business  ;  the  parochial  liabiUty,  like  the  manorial  obliga- 
tion, was  rarely  and  unsystematically  enforced.  Highways  fell 
deeper  into  decay,  and  their  neglect  was  increased  by  the  cessa- 
tion of  voluntary  efforts,  when  services  which  mediaeval  piety 
recognised  as  reUgious  duties  came  to  be  r^arded  only  as  civil 
burdens. 

The  condition  of  the  roads  across  the  Weald  of  Kent,  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Tudor  period,  was  probably  no  worse  than  that  of  highways 
in  other  districts.  Yet  they  are  described  as  '*  right  deep  and 
noyous,"  only  to  be  used  at  "  great  pains,  peril  and  jeopardy."  ^ 
The  isolation  of  rural  districts  can  hardly  be  pictured  by  the  present 
generation.  It  restricted  the  agricultural  use  of  the  land,  because 
the  interchange  of  its  products  was  difficult,  and  each  district  was 
compelled  to  grow  its  own  com.  At  the  same  time,  it  was  recognised 
that,  in  the  interests  of  expanding  trade,  the  provision  of  better 
means  of  transit  was  necessary.  The  first  general  Act  of  Parliament 
applied  to  bridges  and  their  approaches.'  Passed  in  1530,  the  statute 
placed  the  county  on  the  same  footing  with  regard  to  bridges  as 
that  in  which  the  parish  already  stood  to  highways.  It  directed 
justices  of  the  peace  to  enquire  into  the  conditions  of  bridges  in 
their  districts,  to  ascertain  what  persons  were  liable  for  their  main- 
tenance, or  to  levy  a  rate  on  the  inhabitants  for  their  repair  and  that 
of  their  approaches  for  300  feet  on  either  side.  In  1555 '  another 
general  Act  was  passed,  dealing  with  the  roads  from  market  town 
to  market  town,  which  it  describes  as  ^^  verie  noysome  and  tedious 
to  travell  in  and  dangerous  to  all  Passengers  and  Carriages."  It 
applied  to  the  discharge  of  parochial  liabilities  the  same  methods  by 
which  manorial  tenants  had  met  their  local  obligations.  Each 
parish  was  to  elect  two  "  honest  persons  "  of  the  parish  as  "  survey- 
ors and  orderers,"  for  the  repair  of  the  roads  within  its  boundaries 

^  14  and  15  Hen.  VIII.  o.  6,  Seotions  1,  3. 

•  22  Hen.  VIII.  o.  6. 

>  2  and  3  Philip  and  Mary,  c.  8. 
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by  oompukory  labour.  Four  dekjs  of  eight  hours  each^  were 
appointed  for  the  work,  the  parishioners  providing  carts,  teams, 
implements,  and  labour,  according  to  their  means.  like  other 
Tudor  legislation,  the  Act  failed  in  its  administration.  Though 
neglect  to  discharge  the  liabiUty  was  punishable  by  fines,  little 
effect  wafl  produced. 

After  the  Restoration  further  efforts  were  made  to  improve 
facilities  of  communication.  Stage,  or  long,  waggons  had  begun 
in  1564  to  ply  between  the  metropolis  and  the  principal  towns  in  the 
provinces ;  private  carriages  were  increasing ;  about  1645  stage- 
coaches were  established.  Travelling  on  wheels  was  recommended 
for  its  *'  admirable  commodiousness,"  and  many  of  those  who  thus 
traversed  the  roads  to  London  were  '*  persons  of  quality  *'  who  could 
make  their  influence  felt.  Some  means,  in  addition  to  statute 
labour,  was  required  to  maintain  the  roads  in  repair  for  the  increasing 
traffic.  During  the  first  ten  years  of  the  reign  of  Charles  11.  it 
seemed  probable  that  this  supplement  would  be  provided  by  the 
development  of  highway  rates,  which  had  been  introduced  in  1656. 
Eventually  a  new  auxiliary  to  statute  labour  was  devised,  which 
arrested  the  growth  of  rates,  and  prolonged  the  life  of  the  old 
S3rstem  by  a  century  and  a  half.  In  1663  the  first  Turnpike  Trust  * 
was  established  on  the  Great  North  Road  by  the  erection  of  toll- 
bars  at  Wadesmill,  Caxton,  and  Stilton,  and  by  the  exaction  of  toll 
from  those  who  used  the  highway.  This  portion  of  one  of  the 
principal  roads  in  the  country  is  described  in  the  Act  as  "  ruinous 
and  almost  impassable."  The  inhabitants  of  the  adjoining  parishes 
were  too  poor  to  put  or  keep  the  highway  in  repair,  and  though  the 
Act  did  not  relieve  them  from  their  liability,  the  tolls  raised  a  fund 
towards  the  maintenance  of  the  road.  Other  turnpike  trusts  were 
established  on  the  same  principle.  Their  creation  was  unpopular. 
Riots  broke  out,  like  those  subsequently  associated  with  the  name  of 
Rebecca  in  Wales ;  toll-bars  were  frequently  pulled  down  and 
burned  ;  and  the  opposition  was  only  checked  by  an  Act  passed  in 
the  reign  of  George  11.  (1728)  which  made  their  destruction  a  felony. 
Turnpike  Trusts  multiplied  rapidly,  till  in  1760  it  was  true  to  say  that 

"  no  dt,  nor  down. 
Can  gratis  see  the  country  or  the  town.*' 

^  In  1662,  by  5  Elis.  o.  13,  the  *'  statute  labour,"  as  it  was  called,  was  in- 
eyrottood  JErom  4  to  6  days. 

•  16  Car.  n.  c.  1. 
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Travelling  still  continued  to  be  a  peril.  The  number  of  patents 
that  were  taken  out  to  prevent  coaches  from  overturning  is  some 
evidence  of  the  risk.  Nor  were  the  inventions  alwa3rs  effective. 
They  did  not  prevent  George  11.  and  his  queen  from  being  upset  in 
1730  near  Parsons  Oreen  on  their  way  into  London.  In  October,  1736, 
the  queen  was  advised  to  leave  Kensington  Palace  for  St  James's, 
because  the  road  was  so  **  infamously  bad ''  as  to  separate  her  from 
her  Ministers  by  *'  an  impassable  gulf  of  mud.''  If  travelling  was  so 
dijficult  for  royal  personages  over  roads  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
London,  the  perils  of  penetrating  rural  districts  may  be  imagined. 
In  the  winter  months  carriage  traffic  was  suspended.  Only  horsemen 
could  make  their  way.  Judges  and  lawyers  rode  the  circuits, 
chasing  John  Doe  and  Richard  Roe  from  assize  town  to  assize  town 
on  horseback.  Few  Quarter  Sessions  passed  without  some  district 
being  **  presented  "  for  non-repair  of  roads,  and  heavy  were  the 
fines  inflicted  by  bruised  and  shaken  judges,  who,  thinking  that  the 
majesty  of  the  law  was  ill-supported  by  top-boots,  endeavoured  to 
reach  their  destination  in  carriages. 

Even  after  Turnpike  Trusts  were  generally  established,  travelling 
still  continued  to  be  neither  swift,  nor  easy,  nor  safe.  Quide-posts 
were  almost  unknown,  and  the  way  was  frequently  lost.  In  the 
reign  of  Charles  II.,  the  stage  had  taken  two  days  to  reach  Oxford 
from  London,  and  the  journey  to  Exeter  occupied  four  days.  A 
century  later,  the  one  stage-coach,  which  plied  once  a  month 
between  Edinburgh  and  London,  accomplished  the  journey  in  from 
twelve  to  fourteen  d&js.  Family  coaches,  lumbering  and  jolting 
over  the  uneven  roads,  for  steel  springs  were  not  applied  to  carriages 
before  the  middle  of  the  eighteenth  century,  made  twenty  miles  a 
day.  They  set  out  provisioned  and  armed  as  if  for  a  siege.  When 
Sir  Francis  Headpiece  travelled  to  London,  he  carried  with  him  in 
his  coach  **  the  family  basket-hilt-sword,  the  Turkish  scimetar,  the 
old  blunder-buss,  a  good  bag  of  bullets,  and  a  great  horn  of  powder."^ 
Such  precautions  were  not  always  effectual  against  a  well-mounted 
highwayman,  expert  in  the  use  of  handier  weapons ;  and  the  slow 
pace  at  which  vehicles  travelled,  unless  they  were  defended  with 
determination,  made  them  easy  victims. 

Off  the  frequented  lines  of  communication,  and  often  even  on 
these,  the  condition  of  the  eighteenth  century  roads,  as  has  been 

^  Vaabnigh's  Journey  to  London,  produced  on  the  stage  by  Gibber,  in  1728, 
under  the  title  of  the  Provoked  Htuitcmd. 


284  mOHWATS 

shown  in  a  pieyious  chapter,  rendered  travelling  in  the  wiatw  months 
difficult,  and  sometimes,  except  for  horsemen,  impossible.  But  after 
1760  a  determined  effort  was  made  at  improvement.  Here  and  there 
some  local  genius,  like  *'  Blind  Jack  "  Metcalf  of  Knaresborough, 
had  already  anticipated  the  methods  of  Telford  and  McAdam. 
In  other  parts  of  England,  the  turnpike  trusts  were  placing  portions 
of  the  highways  in  better  repair.  But  the  districts  for  which  they 
were  formed  were  often  too  small  to  be  useful.  Thus  the  main  road 
from  Shrewsbury  to  Bangor  (85  miles)  was  in  the  careof  six  trusts, 
most  of  them  in  debt,  all  too  poor  to  pay  for  skilled  labour,  and  each 
too  jealous  of  the  others  to  co-operate.  The  multiplication  of  these 
turnpike  trusts,  though  it  often  defeated  its  own  object,  a£Eords 
strong  evidence  of  the  extent  to  which  public  attention  had  been 
called  to  the  need  for  improved  facilities  of  communication. 
Between  1760  and  1774  no  less  than  452  Turnpike  Acts  were  passed, 
and  in  the  sixteen  years  from  1785  to  1800  this  number  was  increased 
by  643.  Two  General  Highway  Acts  were  passed  in  1773  ^  which 
consolidated  the  previous  legislation  on  the  subject  of  pcoochial  lia- 
biUty  for  road  repair,  transferred  the  appointment  of  surveyors  to  the 
justices  of  the  peace  out  of  lists  of  names  submitted  by  each  parish, 
allowed  the  compulsory  statute  labour  for  six  days  to  be  commuted 
by  money  payments,  and  authorised  the  levy  of  a  rate,  not  exceeding 
6d.  in  the  pound,  for  the  provision  of  road  materials.  In  1784 
Palmer  organised  the  service  of  mail-coaches.  But  letters  were  often 
still  left  at  inns  on  main  thoroughfares,  where  they  remained  in  the 
bar  till  the  ink  had  faded  and  the  wrapper  had  turned  the  colour 
of  saffron.  The  arrival  of  the  pedlar  was  still  eagerly  expected  in 
country  villages,  where  he  did  not  always  appear  as  the  philosophical 
enthusiast  of  the  poet's  Ucence.  Bather  he  was  the  milliner  of  rural 
beauties,  the  arbiter  of  fashion  to  village  bucks,  the  newsagent  of 
the  alehouse  politician,  the  retailer  of  the  most  recent  gossip,  the 
vendor  of  smuggled  tea,  the  purveyor  of  the  latest  amorous  ditty. 
He  was  typical  of  the  times  when  villages  were  isolated,  self-sufficing, 
dependent  on  his  summer  and  winter  circuits  for  their  knowledge  of 
the  world  beyond  the  parish  boundaries. 

Both  Young  and  Marshall  note  the  improvement  which  was  made 
during  the  last  quarter  of  the  eighteenth  century  in  the  roads  of 
certain  districts.  Yet  their  writings,  as  well  as  the  reports  to  the 
Board  of  Agriculture  (1793-1815),  afford  abundant  evidence  that  else- 

^  13  Geo.  m.  CO.  78  and  84. 
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where  much  remained  to  be  done.  For  the  slow  progress  made  there 
were  many  reasons.  Comitiy  gentlemen  used  the  same  arguments 
against  new  roads  which  were  afterwards  employed  against  railways. 
"  Merry  England  "  would  be  merry  no  longer  if  her  highways  ceased 
to  be  miry.  They  dreaded  the  disturbance  of  their  game,  feared  the 
intrusion  of  town  manners,  resented  the  sacrifice  of  their  interests 
to  those  of  wealthy  traders.  As  magistrates  they  were  reluctant 
to  enforce  the  law  of  road-repair  against  their  own  tenants.  Statute 
labour  was  deservedly  unpopular.  Surveyors,  forced  into  o£Bice 
against  their  will,  only  called  upon  their  neighbours  to  fulfil  their 
liabilities  as  a  last  resource,  and  at  seasons  when  agricultural  work 
was  slack.  Urban  and  rural  interests  were  opposed.  Market 
towns  might  demand  metalled  roads  for  the  transport  of  their 
merchandise  ;  but  seU-sufficing  villages  were  content  with  the  drift- 
wsLys  which  were  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  house  their  crops,  and 
to  drag  their  flour  from  the  mill  through  the  same  ruts  which  their 
ancestors  had  worn.  Even  when  a  parish  was  active  in  road-repair, 
its  energies  were  generally  misdirected.  Roads  were  unguarded  at 
the  sides.  Drainage  was  often  provided  by  cutting  open  grips  across 
their  surface.  If  any  convexity  was  attempted,  it  was  so  exaggerated 
as  to  be  dangerous  ;  the  sides  sloped  like  the  roof  of  a  house.  Hence 
the  whole  traffic  fell  on  the  centre,  which  soon  wore  into  ruts.  Many 
roads  were  undrainable,  because  the  continual  scraping  of  mud  from 
the  surface  had  sunk  them  below  the  level  of  the  adjoining  land. 
Hence  they  were  always  wet,  and,  from  the  rapid  decay  of  material, 
expensive  to  maintain.  Where  a  parish  was  apathetic,  the  least 
possible  mending  was  done  in  the  worst  possible  way.  A  faggot,  or  a 
bundle  of  broom  or  heather,  powdered  with  gravel,  served  to  stop 
a  bad  hole  ;  if  beyond  repair  by  such  means,  mud,  scraped  from  the 
sides  of  the  roads  and  ditches,  was  thrown  on  the  centre  of  the  road, 
and  into  this  bed  was  shot  a  cartload  of  large  unbroken  stones.  Not 
infrequently  the  road  material,  raised  and  carted  at  the  parish 
expense,  missed  its  destination,  and  made  good,  not  the  road,  but 
the  gateways  or  the  yard  of  some  neighbouring  farmer. 

The  system  of  road  maintenance  was  proving  inadequate  for 
modem  requirements.  Responsibility  ceased  at  the  parish  boun- 
daries, and  no  uniformity  was  possible.  The  statute  labour  was 
everywhere  enforced  with  difficulty.  It  was  also  exhausted  at  one 
particular  season,  and  nothing  more  was  done  till  the  period  recurred. 
It  was  a  system  of  occasional  outlay  without  continuous  repair. 
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SurveyoiB  were  not  appointed  for  their  skill,  but  were  compelled  to 
serve  against  their  will.  The  experience  which  they  gained  in  their 
twelve  months'  service  was  wasted  by  their  retirement  at  the  end  of 
the  year  when  their  successors  were  appointed.  Already  in  France, 
Pieire  de  IMsaguet  (1716-74)  had  set  an  example  to  European 
countries,  laid  down  the  principles  of  the  construction  of  broken- 
stcme  roads,  organised  his  corps  of  day-labourers,  and  substituted 
the  principle  of  continuous  upkeep  for  that  of  periodic  repair. 
Already  both  Ireland  and  Scotland  had  gained  a  lead  over  England 
in  the  matter  of  road  improvement.  In  Ireland  statute  labour  was 
abolished  in  1765,^  and  road-making  entrusted  to  the  County  Qrand 
Juries.  Arthur  Young  says  that  before  the  Act  was  passed,  Irish 
roads,  ''like  those  of  England,  remained  impassable  under  the 
miserable  police  of  the  six  days'  labour ;  .  .  .  now  the  effect  in  all 
parts  of  the  Kingdom  is  so  great,  that  I  found  it  perfectly  practicable 
to  travel  upon  wheels  by  a  map.  I  will  go  here,  I  will  go  there ;  I 
could  trace  a  route  upon  paper  as  wild  as  fancy  could  dictate ; 
and  everywhere  I  found  beautiful  roads,  without  break  or  hindrance, 
to  enable  me  to  realise  my  design."  '  In  Scotland,  in  1803,  Com- 
missioners were  appointed  for  making  roads  in  the  Highlands. 
The  expense  was  defrayed  in  equal  portions  by  grants  from  Parlia- 
ment and  local  contributions  ;  the  assistance  of  Telford  was  secured, 
and  more  than  900  miles  of  good  roads  were  constructed. 

England,  however,  still  lagged  behind.  Various  alterations  in  the 
law  were  proposed  and  discussed.  It  was  suggested  that  the  labour 
service  should  be  commuted  for  a  money  payment,  and  that,  even 
if  only  a  quarter  of  the  equivalent  were  obtained  in  money,  the  roads 
would  gain.  On  the  other  hand,  it  was  said  that  commutation 
would  be  certainly  unpopular  with  farmers,  who  would  regard  the 
pecuniary  liabiUty  as  a  new  tax.  It  was  urged  that  large  districts 
should  be  formed  by  uniting  a  number  of  parishes  ;  that  surveyors 
should  be  appointed  for  their  knowledge  of  road-making,  and  should 
be  paid  salaries  ;  or  that,  as  Mace  had  suggested  in  1675, ''  dajrmen  " 
should  be  continuously  employed  upon  the  roads  at  weekly  wages. 
It  was  not,  however,  till  twenty  years  after  the  peace  of  1816  that 
any  substantial  legislative  changes  were  made.  Before  that  time 
the  science  and  practice,  as  well  as  the  expense,  of  road-making  and 
repair  had  made  considerable  advance.  From  1811  onwards 
Parliamentary  Committees  sat  almost  continuously  to  hear  evidence 

^  Irish  Acts,  0  Geo.  HI.  o.  14.  '  Tow  ia  Ireland,  part  ii.  p.  40. 
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and  to  report.  It  was  gradually  realiaed  that  the  oonstmction  of  a 
good  road  required  an  unusual  combination  of  practical  and  scientific 
knowledge,  and  that  the  task  was  not  only  above  the  abilities  of 
inexperienced  surveyors,  but  beyond  the  means  of  the  inhabitants 
of  an  ordinary  parish.  Public  money  was  voted  for  the  improvement 
of  national  highwa3rs,  and  the  services  of  the  most  celebrated  engineer 
of  the  day  were  enlisted  in  the  work.  Telford  in  1814  was  employed 
to  make  good  the  road  from  Glasgow  to  Carlisle  and  in  the  following 
year  to  reconstruct  the  road  from  Shrewsbury  to  Holyhead.  In  his 
opinion  and  practice,  it  was  necessary  to  make  a  regular  bottoming 
of  rough  close-set  pavement,  on  which  a  hard,  smooth,  inelastic 
surface  could  be  laid,  so  as  to  minimise  the  labour  of  traction  by 
offering  the  least  resistance.  The  rival  system  was  advocated  by 
McAdam.  To  him  the  '*  Tetford  pavement  **  seemed  unnecessary 
for  the  preparation  of  a  suitable  surface.  In  his  view  an  elastic 
subsoil  was  even  superior  to  a  solid  foundation  ;  he  preferred  a  bog 
to  a  rock,  provided  that  the  bog  was  sufficiently  solid  to  bear  a  man's 
weight.  As  Surveyor-General  of  the  Bristol  roads  (1815),  he  was 
already  putting  his  theories  into  practice  on  an  extensive  scale. 
His  practical  success,  his  evidence  before  Parliamentary  Committees, 
and  his  skill  with  the  pen  ^  persuaded  the  English  public  of  the  sound- 
ness of  his  theory.  But  the  battle  was  hotly  contested,  and  the 
very  heat  of  the  controversy  served  a  useful  purpose.  It  kept  the 
improvement  of  English  roads  prominently  before  the  public. 
Scientific  opinion,  here  and  abroad,  was  on  the  side  of  Telford; 
but  McAdam  was  the  popular  favourite.  In  1827  he  was  appointed 
Surveyor-General  of  roads  in  Great  Britain.  His  influence  was 
paramount,  and  men,  in  their  gratitude  for  the  unwonted  luxury  of 
safe  and  smooth  travelling  in  fast  coaches,  were  not  disposed  to 
criticise  too  closely  the  scientific  principles  of  the  road  magician. 
Turnpike  tolls  provided  some  of  the  cost  of  road  maintenance, 
and  served  as  auxiliaries  to  statute  labour.  For  a  time  they  satisfied 
the  urgency  of  the  need.  But  the  heavy  interest  on  the  loans  raised 
by  the  turnpike  trustees,  the  excessive  cost  of  management,  the 
profits  exacted  by  those  who  farmed  the  tolls,  left,  at  the  best, 
small  margins  for  road  expenditure.  To  increase  the  income,  toll-bars 
were  multiplied  or  scales  of  payment  raised.  The  inequality  of  the 
burden  was  strongly  felt.    In  one  district,  five  tolls  might  be  paid 

^  A  PraoHcal  Es$aiy  of  the  SdenUfic  Repair  and  Preservation  of  Publio  Roade 
(1819) ;  Remairhe  on  the  Present  System  of  Road-making  (1820, 0th  edition  1822). 
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in  twelve  miles ;  in  another,  thirty  might  be  travelled  without  a 
single  payment.  The  financial  chaos  of  the  trusts,  as  well  as  the 
inadequacy  of  the  statute  labour,  gave  a  fresh  impulse  to  the 
ultimate  triumph  of  the  rival  principle  of  a  rate.  Already  Justices 
in  Quarter  Sessions  had  been  empowered  to  levy  a  rate,  assessed  on 
the  principle  of  the  poor-rate,  for  general  purposes  of  highway 
maintenance  when  other  means  proved  insu£Scient,  for  the  purchase 
of  road  material,  and  to  buy  land  for  the  widening  of  highways. 
Already  also  the  liability  for  statute  labour  might  be  compounded 
by  the  payment  of  a  money  equivalent.  In  1835  these  principles 
were  extended  by  an  Act^  which  abolished  statute  labour  and 
substituted  highway  rates  for  the  maintenance  of  all  minor  roads. 
The  abolition  of  statute  labour  was  a  severe  loss  to  the  turnpike 
trusts,  to  whom  the  legislature  still  looked  for  the  repair  of  important 
highways.  In  1839,  four  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Highway 
Act,  a  Select  Committee  reported  that  in  some  instances  the  creditors 
of  turnpike  trusts  had  seized  the  tolls  to  secure  payment  of  the 
interest  on  their  mortgages,  and  that  nothing  was  available  from  that 
source  for  road-repair.  The  development  of  railways  struck  the 
trusts  another  blow,  for  the  decay  of  the  coaching-traffic  deprived 
them  of  one  of  the  chief  sources  of  their  revenue.  Their  financial 
position  went  from  bad  to  worse.  Drastic  action  was  needed. 
The  powers  of  the  Home  Office  to  refuse  the  renewal  of  Turnpike 
Acts  were  in  1864  transferred  to  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  The  new  authority  acted  with  vigour.  Boads  were 
dis-tumpiked  at  the  average  rate  of  1,600  miles  a  year. 

The  extinction  of  turnpike  trusts  threw  upon  local  ratepayers  a 
heavy  burden.  Their  existence  had  not  relieved  the  parish  from  its 
old  liability :  their  removal  revived  that  liability  in  the  form  of 
increased  rates.  In  rare  instances,  individuals  were  liable  by  tenure 
or  prescription  for  the  repair  of  portions  of  public  roads.  But, 
speaking  generally,  the  parish  was  always  responsible  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  highwa3rs  within  its  area.  For  a  time,  turnpike  roads 
had  been  partly  maintained  by  the  toUs  which  the  trustees  were 
authorised  to  raise.  Tet  whenever  the  trusts  neglected  their  work, 
became  bankrupt,  or  were  extinguished,  it  was  the  inhabitants  of  the 
parish,  not  the  trustees,  who  were  subject  to  indictment  for  failure  to 
maintain  the  roads.  ToDs  were  subsidiary  to  local  labour  and  local 
rates ;    they  were  substitutes  for  neither.    Now  that  they  were 

>  6  and  6  Wm.  IV.  o.  50. 
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withdrawn,  the  whole  burden  fell  on  the  locality.  Some  relief  was 
urgently  needed.  In  order  to  distribute  the  burden  more  equitably, 
the  parishes  were  grouped  into  Highway  DiBtricts.  Within  each 
area  the  cost  was  equalised.  But  parochial  districts  remained 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  roads  within  their  areas,  legaQy 
liable  for  the  extra  burden  if  the  expense  was  disproportion- 
ately heavy,  legally  entitled  to  the  special  benefit  if  the  cost  was 
disproportionately  light.  Further  relief  to  local  ratepayers  was 
required.  It  came  in  the  form  of  excepting  main  roads  from  the 
general  law  of  district  liability.  Under  the  Highways  and  Loco- 
motives Acts  Amendment  Act,  1878,  the  turnpike  roads,  whose 
trusts  had  been  dissolved,  were  made  main  roads,  and  half  the  cost 
of  their  maintenance  was  transferred  to  the  county  authority,  then 
Quarter  Sessions.  The  remainder  of  the  liabiUty  for  the  repair  of 
main  roads  still  rested  on  the  parochial  districts,  a  grant-in-aid 
being  made  by  the  Government.  Under  the  Local  (Government 
Act,  1888,  the  Cotmty  Council  became  the  county  authority,  and 
parochial  districts  were  relieved  of  the  remaining  half  of  their  liability 
for  the  maintenance  of  main  roads,  wherever  situated,  and  the  cost 
of  their  upkeep  was  transferred  to  the  county  generally.  But 
under  the  Public  Health  Act,  1875,  the  urban  authorities  were 
aheady  responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  highways  within  their 
areas.  The  effect  of  the  two  Acts  of  1875  and  1888  was  that  urban 
authorities  might  elect  either  to  maintain  the  main  roads  within 
their  area  themselves,  or  to  call  upon  the  County  Council  to  do  the 
work.  If  they  elected  to  maintain  the  roads  themselves,  the 
measure  of  the  Cotmty  Council's  liability  was  a  contribution  towards 
the  cost  properly  incurred  in  the  maintenance  and  reasonable 
improvement  of  the  main  roads  within  the  area. 


CHAPTER  XIV. 

THE  RURAL  POPULATION.     1780-1813. 

Effect  of  enclosures  on  the  rural  population ;  no  neoessary  reduotion  in  the 
number  of  small  owners,  but  rather  an  inoreaae ;  consolidation  of  farms, 
either  by  purchase  from  small  owners,  or  by  throwing  tenancies  together ; 
the  strict  letter  of  the  law ;  small  occupiers  become  landless  labourers ; 
depopulation  of  villages  when  tillage  was  abandoned  for  pasture ;  scarcity 
of  emplojnnent  in  open-field  villages ;  the  literary  controversy  ;  the  mate- 
rial injury  inflicted  upon  the  rural  poor  by  the  loss  of  the  commons ;  no 
possible  equivalent  in  cash-value :  the  moral  injuiy ;  the  simultaneous 
decay  of  domestic  industries ;  the  rapid  rise  after  1790  in  the  price  of 
provisions ;  a  substantial  advance  in  agricultural  wages. 

DuBiNO  the  thirty-three  yean  from  1780  to  1813,  the  izidiiatrial 
revolution,  which  in  agriculture  was  expressed  by  the  new  methods 
and  spirit  of  fanning,  influenced  rural  life  in  two  opposite  directionB. 
Far-reaching  changes  were  made  which  were  justified,  and  er&i 
demanded,  by  national  exigencies.  As,  in  trade,  the  capitalist 
manufacturer  displaced  the  small  master-workman  and  domestic 
craftsman,  so,  in  agriculture,  land  was  thrown  together  in  large 
holdings  at  the  expense  of  small  occupiers.  Both  manufacture  and 
agriculture  became  businesses  which  required  the  possession  of 
capital.  Without  money,  workers,  whether  in  trade  or  on  land,  lost 
the  prospect  of  themselves  becoming  masters  or  employers.  But 
the  same  changes  which  brought  unexampled  prosperity  to  land- 
owners and  large  tenant-farmers,  combined  with  other  causes  to 
plunge  the  rest  of  the  rural  population  into  almost  unparalleled 
misery.  The  rapid  growth  of  manufacturing  towns  created  a 
new  demand  for  bread  and  meat ;  it  raised  the  rents  of  land- 
owners; it  swelled  the  profits  of  farmers.  For  a  long  series 
of  years  the  war,  by  practically  excluding  foreign  com,  main- 
tained a  high  level  of  agricultural  prices  in  spite  of  increased 
production.  But  to  labourers  who  neither  owned  nor  occupied  land, 
the  rise  of  prices  brought  no  compensating  advantages.    On  the 
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oontrafy,  they  paid  more  dearly  for  all  neoessarieB  of  sabedstenoe, 
and  the  increased  ooet  of  living  was  not  adequately  met  by  a  corre- 
sponding rise  in  wages.  At  the  same  time,  the  steps  which  were 
required  for  the  adoption  of  those  agricultural  improvements,  by 
which  the  manufacturing  iudustries  as  well  as  large  ownors  and 
occupiers  of  land  were  profiting,  multiplied  the  numbers  and  increased 
the  sufferings  of  landless  labourers.  The  extinction  of  open-fidd 
farms  reduced  numbers  of  small  occupiers  to  the  rank  of  hired  wage- 
earners  ;  the  appropriation  of  commons  deprived  many  cottagers, 
not  only  of  free  fuel,  but  of  the  means  of  supplementing  wages  by 
the  profits  of  their  livenstock,  their  poultry,  and  their  geese.  In  the 
eighteenth  as  in  the  sixteenth  century  it  was  still  partially  true  that 
^'  endosuree  make  fat  beasts  and  lean  poor  people." 

The  structure  of  rural  society  was  affected  to  its  very  foundations 
by  the  agrarian  revolution  which  was  in  progress.  A  great  popula- 
tion, standing  on  the  verge  of  famiue,  and  beginning  to  gather  in 
industrial  centres,  cried  aloud  for  food.  Technical  improvements  in 
faimiog  had  been  tested,  which  promised  to  supply  the  new  demand 
for  bread  and  meat,  if  only  free  play  were  allowed  to  the  modem 
methods  of  production.  It  was  from  this  point  of  view  that  agri- 
cultural experts,  almost  to  a  man,  were  unanimous  in  requiring  the 
removal  of  mediaeval  obstacles  to  progress,  and  the  addition  of 
every  possible  acre  to  the  cultivated  area.  As  open-field  arable 
farms  were  broken  up,  as  pasture-commons  were  divided,  as  wastes 
were  brought  into  cultivation,  the  face  of  the  country  altered.  The 
enclosing  movement  was  attacked  on  various  grounds.  To  its 
effects  were  attributed  the  disappearance  of  the  yeomanry,  using 
the  words  in  the  strict  sense  of  farmer-owners ;  the  monopoly  of 
farms,  or,  in  other  words,  the  consolidation  of  a  number  of  holdings 
into  single  occupations ;  the  depopulation  of  rural  villages ;  the 
material  and  moral  loss  which  was  alleged  to  be  inflicted  on  the  poor. 
Round  these  different  points  raged  the  contest  of  the  latter  half  of 
the  ei^teenth  century.  Meanwhile  the  work  of  enclosure  went  on 
without  interruption.  At  the  present  day  the  changes  seem  to  have 
been  surprisingly  rapid ;  but  to  men  who  were  living  under  the  stress 
of  war  and  scarcity,  they  appeared  almost  criminally  slow.  They  so 
appeared  to  William  Marshall,  perhaps  the  most  experienced  and 
the  least  bigoted  of  the  agricultural  observers  of  the  day.  Writing 
in  I8OI9  before  the  full  pressure  of  famine  prices  had  been  felt,  he 
says:   *' Through  the  uncertainty  and  expense  attending  private 
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acts,  a  gieat  portion  of  the  nnstinted  common  lands  remain  nearly 
as  nature  left  them;  appearing  in  the  present  state  of  oivilisation  and 
sdenoe,  as  filthy  blotches  on  the  face  of  the  country ;  especially  when 
seen  under  the  threatening  clouds  of  famine  which  have  now 
repeatedly  overspread  it."  ^ 

It  does  not  appear  that  the  necessary  result  of  the  enclosing 
movement  was  to  HimiTiiali  the  number  of  occupying  owners.  On 
the  contrary,  the  first  effect  of  an  enclosure  was  to  increase  the  free* 
holders,  since  rights  of  open  arable  field  occupation  and  of  pasture 
common  were  often  replaced  by  allotments  of  land  in  separate 
ownership.  After  1689,  the  decline  in  the  number  of  owners  of 
small  estates  begins  to  be  noted  by  contemporary  writers.*  "At 
the  Revolution,"  says  a  "  Suffolk  Gentleman,"*  ""  there  existed  a 
race  of  Men  in  the  Country  besides  the  Gentlemen  and  Husbandmen, 
caOed  Yeomanry,  Men  who  cultivated  their  own  property,  consisting 
chiefly  of  farms  from  forty  to  fourscore  pounds  a  year  .  .  .  the 
Pride  of  the  Nation  in  War  and  Peace  .  .  .  hardy,  brave,  and  of 
good  morals."  Their  alleged  disappearance  can  only  have  been 
remotely  due  to  enclosure,  if,  as  the  "  Suffolk  Gentleman  "  says, 
**  by  the  influx  of  riches  and  a  change  of  manners,  they  were  neaiiy 
annihilated  in  the  year  1760."  On  the  other  hand,  a  considerable 
body  of  evidence  exists  to  show  that,  after  the  accession  of  George 
m.,  a  reaction  had  set  in,  and  that  small  owners  were  not  only 
numerous,  but  actually  increasing  in  numbers.  Thus  Marshall, 
writing  in  1790  of  small  freeholders  both  in  Yorkshire  (Vale  of 
Pickering)  and  in  Leicestershire,  says  :  *'  Some  years  back,  the  same 
species  of  frenzy, — Terramania — showed  itself  here,  as  it  did  in 
other  districts.  Forty  years  purchase  was,  then,  not  unfrequently 
given." «  The  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (1793-1815) 
show  that  in  many  parts  of  the  country  small  owners  not  only  held 
their  ground,  but  once  more  were  buying  land.  Thus  of  the  north- 
eastern counties  generally.  Young  *  states  that  *'  farmers  have  been 
very  considerable  purchasers  of  land."    Norfolk  (1804)  is  said  to 

^  TJie  Appropriaiion  and  IndoBure  of  CcfmnonaVU  and  Intermixed  Lande 
(1801). 

*  Authorities  are  quoted  in  The  Dieappearanoe  of  the  SmaU  Landoium/f^^ 
by  the  Bey.  A.  H.  Johnson  (1900),  pp.  136-8. 

*  Lettsr  to  Sir  T.  O.  Bunbutry,  Bart,,  <m  the  Poor  Raiee  and  the  High  Price  of 
PravuionB  (1700). 

*  Rural  Eeonomy  of  ihe  Midland  OounHee,  voL  L  p.  16. 

*  Young's  Herifordehire  (1804),  p.  18. 
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contain  "  estates  of  all  aizes,  from  nearly  the  largest  soale  to  the  little 
freehold;  one  of  £25,000  a  year ;  one  of  £14,000 ;  one  of  £13,000 ; 
two  of  £10,000 ;  many  of  about  £5,000 ;  and  an  increasing  number 
of  all  smaller  proportions."  ^  In  Suffolk  (1797)  "  the  rich  yeomanry  " 
are  described  as  '*  very  numerous  .  .  .  farmers  occupying  their  own 
lands,  of  a  value  rising  from  £100  to  £400  a  year."*  In  Essex  (1807), 
**  there  never  was  a  greater  proportion  of  small  and  moderate- 
sized  farms,  the  property  of  mere  farmers,  who  retain  them  in  their 
own  immediate  occupation,  than  at  present.  Such  has  been  the 
flourishing  state  of  agriculture  for  twenty  or  thirty  years  past,  that 
scarcely  an  estate  is  sold,  if  divided  into  lots  of  forty  or  fifty  to  two 
or  three  hundred  a  year,  but  is  purchased  by  farmers.  .  .  .  Hence 
arises  a  fair  prospect  of  landed  property  gradually  returning  to  a 
situation  of  similar  possession  to  what  it  was  a  hundred  or  a  hundred 
and  fifty  years  ago,  when  our  inferior  gentry  resided  upon  their 
estates  in  the  country."  * 

In  the  South-Eastem  and  East  Midland  counties,  no  marked 
decrease  in  the  number  of  small  estates  is  noticed.  ''  One  third  " 
of  Berkshire  ^  is  said  to  have  been  occupied  in  1813  by  the  proprietors 
of  the  soil.  Owners  of  landed  property  from  £200  to  £600  a  year 
were  "  very  numerous."  Oxfordshire  (1794)  contained  '*  many 
proprietors  of  a  middling  size,  and  many  small  proprietors,  par- 
ticularly in  the  open  fields."  ^  In  Nottinghamshire  (1798)  "  some 
considerable,  as  well  as  inferior  yeomen  occupy  their  own  lands."  * 
Of  late  years  in  Hampshire  (1813)  ''  a  considerable  subdivision  of 
property  has  taken  place."  Speaking  of  the  farmers  on  the  chalk 
hiUs  of  the  county,  the  Reporter  Ba,yB  that  "  many  of  them  are  the 
possessors  of  small  estates  which  their  thrifty  management  keeps 
upon  the  increase."  ^  In  Kent,  up  to  at  least  1793,  the  number  of 
owners  of  land  seemed  annually  on  the  increase,  *'  by  the  estates 
which  are  divided  and  sold  to  the  occupiers.  There  is  no  description 
of  persons  who  can  afford  to  give  so  much  money  for  the  purchase 
of  an  estate  aa  those  who  buy  for  their  own  occupation.  Many  in 
the  eastern  part  of  this  county  have  been  sold,  within  these  few 
years,  for  forty,  and  some  for  fifty  years  purchase,  and  upwards."  ^ 

»  Young's  NorfoUn  (1804),  p.  17.  •  Young's  iSujfoO;  (1797),  p.  8. 

t  Young's  E88ex  (1807),  vol.  i.  pp.  39,  40. 

«  Mavor's  Berhahire  (1808),  p.  113.         ■  Davis'  OxfonUMre  (1704),  p.  11. 

•  Lowe's  NoUinghamshire  (1798),  p.  8. 

'  Vanioouver's  Hamp§Mre  (1813)»  pp.  01,  80.        *  Boys'  Kent  (1790),  p.  26. 
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In  the  Wflife  MicDaiMl  and  Sonth-WaBtem  dktriot,  aniall  owdmb 
woe  at  kast  hoMing  their  own.  In  North  WlUs  (1794),  whan  a 
conaidfirable  number  of  endosnna  had  been  made, '"  a  great  deal  of 
the  property  has  been  divided  and  anb-divided,  and  gone  into  the 
hands  of  the  many."  ^  Bk«nt  Harsh  in  Someraetahne  (1797)  was  a 
district  of  20,000  acres  which  the  stagnant  waters  rendered  un- 
wholesome to  man  and  beast.  Within  the  ktft  twenty  years  mnch  of 
this  land  had  been  enclosed  and  drained  under  a  variety  of  Acts  of 
Parhament.  "  Scarcely  a  farmer,"  says  the  Reports,  *'  can  now 
be  found  who  does  not  possess  a  considerable  landed  property  ;  and 
many,  whose  fathers  lived  in  idleness  and  sloth,  on  the  ptecarioas 
support  of  a  few  half -starved  cows,  or  a  few  limping  geese,  are  now  in 
affluence,  and  blessed  with  every  needful  species  of  enjoyment."  * 
Devonshire  (1794)  continued  to  be  a  county  of  small  properties.* 
In  GHoncestershirB  (1807),  "  the  number  of  yeomen  who  possess  free* 
holds,  of  various  value,  is  great,  as  appears  from  the  8heriff*s  return 
of  the  poll  at  the  ekcticm  for  a  county  member  in  1776,  when  6700 
freeholderB  voted,  and  the  number  since  that  period  is  much  in- 
creased." ^  Landed  property  in  Shropshire  (1803)  is  '*  considerably 
divided.  .  .  .  The  number  of  gentlemen  of  small  fortune  living  on 
their  estates,  has  decreased  ;  their  descendants  have  been  clergymen 
or  attomies,  either  in  the  country,  or  shopkeepers  in  the  towns  of 
their  own  county ;  or  more  probably  in  this  county  emigrated  to 
Birmingham,  Liverpool,  to  Manchester,  or  to  London ;  but  then 
the  opulent  farmer,  who  has  purchased  the  farm  he  lives  upon  .  .  . 
is  a  character  that  has  increased."  * 

The  North  and  North- Western  districts  afford  similar  evidence, 
though  in  two  counties  a  decrease  is  conspicuous.  In  Staffordshire 
(1813)  the  best  and  most  improving  farmers  were  **  the  proprietors 
of  200  or  300  acres  of  land,  who  farm  it  themselves."  *  Derbyshire 
(1794)  possessed  numerous  small  occupiers,  who  eked  out  the  profits 
of  the  land  by  mining,  spinning,  and  weaving  ;  but  there  were  aho 
occupiers  of  another  description,  "  very  prop^ly  styled  yeomen ; 
men  cultivating  their  own  estates  with  a  sufficient  capital."  '  In 
Cheshire  (1808)  "  the  number  of  small  land-owners  is  not  apparently 
lees  than  in  other  counties.    The  description  of  this  latter  class  has, 

>  V«viB*iWiUehire  (1794),  p.  8.    'BiUmffdey's  SomenetMre  {1197),  pp.  166-73. 
*  Fraser'B  DevanMn  (1794),  p.  17.      *  Budge's  OhueuterMre  (1807),  p.  84. 
■  Plymley's  Shropshire  (1803),  p.  00.     *  Pitt's  Staff&rdMre,  (1813),  p.  20. 
'  Brown's  DmbyMrt  (1794),  p.  14. 
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howeyer,  beea  veiy  mueh  altered  of  late  yean.  From  the  advan- 
tages which  have  been  derived  from  trade,  and  from  the  effects  of 
the  iooiease  of  taxes,  which  have  prevented  a  man  living  with  the 
same  degree  of  comfort  on  the  same  portion  of  land  he  could  for- 
merly, many  of  the  old  owners  have  been  induced  to  sell  their  estates  ; 
and  new  proprietors  have  spread  themselves  over  the  county,  very 
different  in  their  habits  and  prejudices."  ^  In  Lancashire  (1796) 
**  the  yeomanry,  formerly  numerous  and  respectable,  have  greatly 
diminished  of  late,  but  are  not  jret  extinct ;  the  great  wealth,  which 
has  in  many  instances  been  so  rapidly  acquired  by  some  of  their 
neighbours,  and  probably  heretofore  dependants,  has  offered  suffi- 
cient temptation  to  venture  their  property  in  trade,  in  order  that 
they  might  keep  pace  with  these  fortunate  adventurers.  .  .  .  Not 
only  the  yeomanry,  but  abnost  all  the  fanners,  who  have  raised 
fortunes  by  agriculture,  place  their  children  in  the  manufacturing 
line."  *  **A  laige  proportion  of  the  county  of  Westmoreland,"  says 
the  Reporter,'  ''  is  possessed  by  a  yeomanry,  who  occupy  small 
estates  of  their  own,  from  £10  to  £60  a  year."  These  owners,  as 
distinguished  from  tenant-fanners,  were  caUed  '*  skOesmen.  They 
Uve  poorly  and  labour  hard  ;  and  some  of  them,  particularly  in  the 
vicinity  of  Kendall,  in  the  intervals  of  labour  from  agricultural 
avocations,  busy  themselves  in  weaving  stuffs  for  the  manufacturers 
of  that  town.  .  .  .  This  class  of  men  is  daily  decreasing.  The  turn- 
pike roads  have  brought  the  manners  of  the  capital  to  this  extremity 
of  the  kingdom.  The  simpUcity  of  ancient  times  is  gone.  Finer 
clothes,  better  dwellings,  and  more  expensive  viands,  are  now  sought 
after  by  all.  This  change  of  manners,  combined  with  other 
droumstances  which  have  taken  place  within  the  last  forty  years,  has 
compelled  many  a  sUitestnan  to  sell  his  property,  and  reduced  him  to 
the  necessity  of  working  as  a  labourer  in  those  fields,  which,  perhaps, 
he  and  his  ancestors  had  for  many  generations  cultivated  as  their 
own."  "A  considerable  part  of  the  West  Biding  "  (of  Yorkshire), 
in  1790,  ''  is  possessed  by  small  proprietors,  and  this  respectable 
class  of  men,  who  generally  farm  their  own  lands,  are  as  numerous 
in  this  district  as  in  any  other  part  of  the  Kingdom."  ^  In  the  North 
Biding  (1800),  "  the  size  of  estates  is  very  variable ;  about  one-third 
of  it  is  possessed  by  yeomanry  .  .  .  much  the  largest  proportion  of 

1  Holland's  Chuihirt  (1808),  p.  79.         >  Holt's  LanooBhir^  (1795),  p.  13. 

•Pringle's  Wttlmortkmd  (1794),  pp.  18,  40. 

«  Brown's  Wut  Biding  of  YarhMrt  (1799),  p.  7. 
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the  dales  of  the  moofriaiidfl  is  in  the  ponnfinmon  of  yeomamy,  lazely 
amonntiiig  to  £160  per  annuin/'  ^  The  Reporter  asks  ^*  the  conunoii 
question,  whether  the  niunber  of  the  yeomanry  inoieasas  or 
diminiflhee.  .  .  .  Li  a  country  like  this,  which  is  merely  agriooltiiral, 
I  should  suspect  them  to  increase,  in  oonsequenoe  of  large  properties 
having  in  late  jrears  been  sold  in  paiceb,  and  there  being  but  few 
instances  of  gentlemen  already  possessed  of  considerable  estates, 
making  large  purchases." 

The  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  show  that  small  owners 
were  still  numerous  in  many  counties,  and  were  increasing  inNorf  oik, 
Essex,  in  Hampshire,  and  Kent,  in  North  Wilts,  Somerset,  Gloucester- 
shire, Shropshire,  and  the  North  Ridiug  of  Yorkshire.  They  were 
dwindling  in  Lancashire,  which  was  rapidly  deTeloping  as  a  manu- 
facturing centre,  and  in  Westmoreland,  where  the  hard  penurious 
lives  of  the  older  race  of  statesmen  were  not  congenial  to  their 
descendants.  Li  Hertfordshire  farmers  were  not  buying  land,  unlike 
their  brethren  in  the  eastern  counties ;  *  but  possibly  the  competi- 
tion of  city  merchants  gave  land  in  the  neighbourhood  of  London  a 
residential  value.  Li  Warwickshire  (1794)  it  is  definitely  stated  that 
consolidation  of  farms  was  driving  occupiers  off  the  land.  The 
Reporter  is  speaking  of  open  fields  '*  in  the  southern  and  eastern 
parts  of  this  county,"  which  had  been  enclosed,  and  mostly  ccmver- 
ted  into  pasture.  "  These  lands,  being  now  grazed,  want  much  fewer 
hands  to  manage  them  than  they  did  in  their  former  open  state. 
Upon  all  enclosures  of  open-fields,  the  farms  have  generally  been 
made  much  larger;  from  these  causes,  the  hardy  yeomanry  of 
country  villages  have  been  driven  for  employment  into  Birmingham, 
Coventry,  and  other  manufacturing  towns,  whose  flourishing  trade 
has  BometimeB  found  them  profitable  employment."  '  But  though 
in  tUs  passage  the  word  "  yeomanry  "  ^  is  used,  it  by  no  means 

1  Tuke*8  North  Riding  (1800),  pp.  23, 28.   'Young's  HertfortUhdre  (1804),  p.  18. 

«  Wedge's  Wanrickthire  (1794),  p.  20. 

*  The  woxd  **  yeoman,'*  which  oertainly  inelnded  leaaeholdets  for  lives,  and 
oopyholden,  was  not  confined  to  owners  of  land  which  they  cultivated  with 
their  own  hands,  without  being  entitled  to  a  crest.  Bacon  {Works,  voL  vi. 
p.  95)  defines  the  English  yeomanry  as  "  the  middle  people  between  gentlemen 
and  peasants,"  many  of  them  living  on  "  tenancies  for  years,  lives  and  at 
will.**  Latimer's  "  father  was  a  yeoman,  but  had  no  land  of  his  own.**  He 
rented  his  occupation  at  £4  a  year,  and  was  a  tenant-farmer.  Blackstone 
uses  the  word  as  equivalent  to  qualified  rural  voters  {Commentarie»,  bk.  i  ch. 
12).  The  definite  restriction  of  the  word  to  farmer-owners  is  a  comparatively 
modem  usage  belonging  to  the  nineteenth  century.  See  Dictionary  of  PolUieal 
Seonomy,  s.v.  Yeoman. 
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follows  that  it  is  employed  in  the  strict  sense  of  occupiers  who  owned 
the  land  which  they  cultivated  themselves.  More  probably  it  bears 
the  looser  meaning  of ''  open-field  farmers/'  with  all  their  picturesque 
varieties  of  land  tenure.  Be  this  as  it  may,  the  evidence  of  the 
Reports  is  strong  as  to  the  general  conditions  of  the  country.  In 
the  period  which  they  cover,  and  for  a  few  years  before,  no  great 
inroad  had  been  made  on  the  numbers  of  small  owners.  No  neces- 
sary connection  can,  therefore,  be  established  between  the  break-up 
of  open-field  f  anns  and  the  alleged  disappearance  of  f  armer-ownerg^ 
The  passage  quoted  from  the  Warwickshire  Report  indicates  the 
lines  on  which  the  conflicting  assertions  of  advocates  and  opponents 
of  enclosures  may  be  reconciled.  The  consequences,  and  often  the 
objects,  of  the  extinction  of  the  system  of  intermixed  arable  strips 
on  the  open-fields,  and  of  the  partition  of  the  pasture-commons  were, 
generally  speaking,  the  consolidation  of  larger  holdings  in  the 
separate  occupation  of  individuals.  The  village  farm,  as  has  been 
previously  stated,  consisted  of  two  parts.  There  was  the  arable 
land,  cultivated  in  intermixed  strips ;  there  were  the  grazing  rights 
exercised  over  the  pasture  commons.  Both  in  legal  theory  and  as 
a  historical  fact,  only  the  partners  in  the  cultivation  of  the  tillage 
land  were  entitled  to  the  pasture  rights,  which  were  limited  to  each 
individual  by  the  size  of  his  arable  holding.  Outside  this  close 
corporation  any  persons  who  turned  in  stock  were  trespassers  ;  they 
encroached,  not  only  on  the  rights  of  the  owner  of  the  soil,  but  on 
the  rights  of  those  arable  farmers  to  whom  the  herbage  belonged. 
Strangers  might  be  able  to  establish  their  rights ;  but  the  burden 
of  proof  lay  upon  them.  Similarly,  it  was  only  by  long  usage  that 
occupiers  who  rented  ancient  cottages  could  exercise  pasture  rights, 
unless  they  also  occupied  arable  land  with  their  houses.  The 
statute  of  Elizabeth  (31  Eliz.  c.  7,  1589)  which  ordered  that  four 
acres  of  land  should  be  attached  to  each  cottage  let  to  agricultural 
labourers,  evidently  refers  to  four  acres  of  tillage.  If  no  arable  land 
was  attached  to  the  cottage,  the  occupier  might  enjoy  the  right  of 
providing  himself  with  fuel,  but  he  could  not  turn  out  stock.  It 
was  on  these  strict  lines  that  enclosure  proceeded,  and  one  of  its 
promised  advantages  was  the  power  of  dealing  with  compact  blocks 
of  land.  In  pursuance  of  this  policy,  Edward  Laurence^  in  1727, 
instructs  his  steward  to  purchase  ''  all  the  Freeholders  out  as  soon  as 
possible  "  ;  to  "  convert  copyholds  for  lives  into  leaseholds  for 
lives  "  ;  to  ''  get  rid  of  Farms  of  £8  or  £10  per  annum,  always  suppos- 
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ing  that  Bome  oare  be  taken  of  the  famiUes  "  ;  to  "  lay  all  the  small 
Farms,  let  to  poor  indigent  People,  to  the  gieat  ones,"  not  foigetting 
that "  it  is  much  more  reasonable  and  popular  to  stay  till  sach  Farms 
fall  into  Hand  by  Death/'  ^  This  poUoy  of  sabstitnting  one  large 
tenant  for  several  small  ooonpiers  was  generally  pursued.  Beyond 
possibility  of  dispute  the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  prove 
the  tendency  towards  that  "  engrossment "  of  farms  which  Tudcur 
writers  denounced.' 

The  consolidation  of  holdings  affected  the  old  occupiers  in  very 
different  ways.  Where  land  was  held  by  freeholders,  oopyhoIdea»  of 
inhoitance,  or  leaseholders  for  lives  with  outstanding  terms,  the 
process  of  collecting  large  areas  in  the  hands  of  one  owner  could 
only  be  effected  by  purchase.  On  the  enclosure  of  an  open-field 
farm  with  a  conunon  attached,  each  proprietor  had  received  a 
compact  block,  representing  his  intermixed  arable  strips,  and  an 
allotment  corresponding  in  value  to  lus  pasture  rights.  Sometimes 
the  area  was  so  small  as  not  to  pay  the  cost  of  fencing ;  it  was  s(dd 
at  once,  often  before  the  award  was  published.  In  some  cases,  the 
rising  standard  of  living,  the  loss  of  their  domestic  industries,  the 
attractions  of  the  rapid  fortunes  realised  in  trade,  the  temptation  of 
the  high  prices  \iiuch  land  commanded  during  the  war,  induced  small 
owners  to  sell  their  estates.  Others  who  for  a  time  clung  to  their 
property  found  themselves,  at  a  later  stage,  compelled  to  x>art  with 
it  by  the  increase  in  taxation,  by  the  enormous  rise  in  the  poor  rates, 
by  the  pressure  of  mortgages  contracted  for  additional  purchases, 
jointures,  and  portions,  or  by  the  fluctuations  of  agricultural  prices, 
or  by  the  failure  of  banks.  The  period  at  which  farmer-owners 
diminished  most  rapidly  in  numbers  was  between  the  years  1813 
and  1836. 

Beyond  the  classes  whose  occupation  of  land  or  rights  of  com- 
mon were  of  an  independent  or  a  permanent  nature,  no  claim  was, 
as  a  rule,  recognised  by  enclosure  commissioners.  If  any  compensa- 
tion was  made,  it  was  on  voluntary  and  charitable  lines.  The 
strict  letter  of  the  law  was  generally  followed.    Occupiers  of  arable 

^  DfOy  of  a  Steward  to  hU  Lord,  pp.  37,  60,  55,  35. 

■  Thomas  Wright,  in  The  Monopoly  of  Small  Forma  a  great  oauee  of  the 
present  Scarcity  (1795),  p.  9,  urges  the  formation  of  sooietiee  to  purchase  large 
estatea,  divide  tliem  into  small  farms,  and  let  or  sell  them  to  small  farmers. 
"  It  is  computed,"  writes  the  author  of  A  Plan  for  ReUeving  the  BtOee  Ay  Cottage 
Aores,  etc.  (1817),  **  that  since  the  year  1760  there  have  been  upwards  of  forty 
thousand  small  farms  monopolised  and  consolidated  into  laj^  ones  and  as 
many  cottages  annihilated.** 
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land,  whose  tenure  depended  on  the  will  of  the  owner  from  whom 
their  rights  were  derired,  had  no  independent  or  pennanent  title 
to  the  stripe  which  they  cultiTated,  or  to  the  common  of  pasture 
which  they  had  enjoyed  in  virtue  of  their  arable  holdings.  Many 
of  them  were  offered  no  chance  of  renting  land  under  the  new  system. 
If  the  holdings  were  thrown  together,  and  let  to  a  farmer  with 
sufficient  capital,  the  previous  occupiers  were  at  once  reduced  to 
landless  labourers.  If  the  open-field  fanner  was  allowed  to  remain 
in  the  separate  occupation  of  a  compact  holding,  formed  out  of  his 
arable  strips  and  commuted  common  rights,  he  was  often  ham- 
pered by  insufficient  grass,  by  scanty  capital,  by  the  novelty  of 
his  new  position,  by  ignorance  of  any  but  the  traditional  practices 
of  farmiog.  He  went  from  bad  to  worse,  and  was  in  the  end  com- 
pelled to  surrender  his  land  and  compete  for  employment  for 
wages.  Cottagers,  who  occupied  at  a  yearly  rent  the  ancient 
cottages  to  which  common  rights  were  attached,  received  no 
compensation  for  the  loss  of  rights  which  they  only  exercised  as 
toiants.  Squatters,  who  had  encroached  on  the  wastes  and  com- 
mons, and  had  not  made  good  their  titles  by  prescriptive  occupa- 
tion, were  evicted.  Whether  the  village  was  depopulated  by  the 
change  or  not,  mainly  depended  on  the  use  to  which  the  enclosed 
land  was  put.^  If ,  as  in  the  Warwickshire  case,  the  tillage  was 
converted  into  pasture,  employment  was  reduced,  and  the  rural 
population  decreased.  When,  on  the  other  hand,  the  breadth  of 
tillage  was  either  maintained  or  extended,  and  when  the  modem 
improv^nents  in  farming  were  introduced,  there  was  an  increase 
in  employment  and  also  in  numbers. 

It  would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  village  farms  created  a 
demand  for  agricultural  labour,  or  offered  facilities  for  acquiring 
land  to  increasing  numbers.  The  contrary  was  the  case.  The 
open-field  system  was  inelastic,  adapted  for  a  stationary  popula- 
tion, dependent  for  the  employment  of  surplus  numbers  on  the 
large  enclosed  farms  of  the  neighbourhood,  or  on  the  practice  of 
domestic  handicrafts,  eked  out  by  common-rights  exercised  under 
legal  titles  or  by  successful  encroachments.  The  smaller  occupiers, 
their  wives  and  families,  tilled  their  holdings  for  themselves  ;  the 
common  herdsman,  shepherd,  and  swineherd  tended  their  live-stock. 

^  The  queetion  of  depopulation  is  discussed  in  William  Wales'  InqtUry  into 
the  Present  State  of  PoptUaUon  in  England  cmd  Wales  (1781),  and  in  the  Rev. 
John  Howlett's  Enquiry  into  ihe  Influence  which  Enclosuires  have  had  upon  the 
Population  of  England  (1786). 
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On  middle-sised  oooupatioxu,  aenrants  in  husbandry,  annnaHy 
hired  at  the  fain  for  fixed  yearly  wages,  and  boarded  and  lodged 
in  the  house,  did  the  work  of  the  farm.  Except  at  harvest  there 
was  Kttle  demand  for  day-labour.  Threshing,  the  most  unwhole- 
some of  rural  oooupations,  was  practically  the  only  winter  employ- 
ment. On  the  open-fields,  there  were  no  quickset  hedges  to  plash, 
or  trim,  or  weed ;  no  ditches  to  scour ;  no  drains  to  TnaJTiiJLm 
There  were  no  drilled  crojMs  to  keep  clean ;  turnips  were  seldom 
grown,  and  beans  rarely  hoed.  This  scarcity  of  constant,  and 
especially  of  winter,  employment,  which  will  probably  be  reproduced 
under  the  rule  of  small  holdings,  partly  explains  the  slow  growth 
of  rural  population.  It  also  emphasises  the  value  to  day-labourero 
of  commons  and  domestic  handicrafts.  Without  them  it  is  difficult 
to  understand  how  agricultural  labourers,  who  were  notpartnen 
in  village  farms,  even  existed.  "  In  hay  and  harvest  time,"  writes 
Forster,^  "'it  is  inconceivable  what  numbers  of  tradesmrai  and 
handicraftsmen  flock  into  the  country."  *'  If,"  says  Stone,  "  the 
farmers  in  the  most  unenclosed  counties  .  .  .  where  there  are  no 
manufactories,  could  get  no  further  assistance  during  their  harvest 
than  from  their  own  inhabitants,  their  grain  would  frequently  be 
spoiled."  *  To  the  same  e£Eect  wrote  the  Reporters  to  the  Board 
of  Agriculture.  Open-field  farmers  were  in  harvest  dependent  on 
migratory  labour.  In  unenclosed  counties,  says  the  Report  to 
the  Board  for  Huntingdonshire,  very  little  emplojnnent  of  a  constant 
kind  was  given  to  labourers,  who  stop  with  the  farmers  to  he^ 
thresh  out  their  grain  in  the  winter,  and  '"  leave  for  mcoe  cultivated 
counties  where  labour  is  more  required."  The  open-field  farmer  of 
the  county  depended  for  harvesting  on  *'  the  wandering  Irish, 
manufacturers  from  Leicestershire  and  other  distant  counties." 
The  same  was  said  to  be  true  of  Bedfordshire  and  Gambridgeahiie. 
In  Wiltshire,  the  crops  were  harvested  by  taskers  ''  from  the  more 
populous  parts  of  the  county  or  from  Somersetshire,  or  other 
neighbouring  counties."  *  In  the  Isle  of  Wight,  during  the  harvest 
of  1793,  there  were  ''  from  600  to  700  "  labourers  employed  "  from 
Dorsetshire  and  West  Somerset."  It  illustrates  the  times  to  add 
that,  as  there  was  a  hot  press  out  for  the  Navy,  they  came  and 
went  with  a  pass  from  the  Qovemment.^    In  Herefordshire  the 

>  mtquiry  uUo  the  Presmi  High  Price  of  Ptovieitme  (1767). 

*  SvQgeetione,  elc,  p.  31.  '  Davis*  WiltMre  (1794),  p.  89. 

*  Driver*8  HampMn  (1794),  p.  66. 
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oroxw  were  harvested  by  Welshmen  from  Oafdiganshire,  men 
owning  one  horse  between  four  or  fire,  riding  bare-backed,  turn 
and  turn  about,  and  "'  covering  great  distances  with  extraordinary 
speed."  1 

Enclosed  counties  where  tillage  was  maintained,  therefore, 
already  afforded  larger  and  more  constant  employment  than  unen- 
closed counties.  Still  greater  was  the  demand  for  labour,  where 
the  improved  practices  had  been  adopted.  If,  however,  the 
enclosed  arable  land  was  laid  down  to  grass,  the  opposite  effect 
was  produced.  Up  to  the  last  decade  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
it  is  probable  that  open  arable  farms,  especially  in  the  Midland 
counties,  were  mainly  enclosed  for  conversion  to  pasture.  In  the 
later  stages  of  the  Napoleonic  wars  this  tendency  to  grass-farming 
was  not  only  checked,  but  violently  reversed,  and  large  tracts  of 
pasture  were  ploughed  for  com.  Yet,  during  the  first  thirty  years 
of  the  reign  of  George  m.,  the  occupiers  of  village  farms  had 
reason  to  fear,  not  only  loss  of  their  holdings,  but  scarcity  of  employ- 
ment. Anonymous  pamphlets  are  not  the  most  reliable  evidence ; 
but  the  "  Country  Gentleman"  '  is  quoted  by  the  Board  of  Agriculture 
with  approval.  His  description  of  the  dislike  and  alarm  with  which 
schemes  of  enclosure  were  regarded  by  the  rural  population  may 
therefore  be  accepted  as  true : — "  the  great  farmer  dreads  an 
increase  of  rent,  and  being  constrained  to  a  system  of  agriculture 
which  neither  his  inclination  or  experience  would  tempt  him  to ; 
the  small  farmer,  that  his  farm  will  be  taken  from  him  and  con- 
solidated with  the  larger ;  the  cottager  not  only  expects  to  lose 
his  commons,  but  the  inheritable  consequences  of  the  diminution 
of  labour,  the  being  obliged  to  quit  his  native  place  in  search  of 
work."  Their  fears  were  often  justified.  Many  an  open-field 
farmer  verified  the  truth  of  the  "  Country  Gentleman's  "  conclusion 
that,  after  enclosure,  '*  he  must  of  necessity  give  over  farming,  and 
betake  himself  to  labour  for  the  support  of  his  family."  Hundreds 
of  cottagers,  deprived  of  the  commons,  experienced  that  lack  of 
rural  employment  which  drove  them  into  tiie  towns  in  search  of 
work.  To  make  the  lot  of  these  *'  reduced  farmers  "  as  easy  as 
possible,  he  recommended  that  a  '*  sufficient  portion  of  land " 
should  be  attached  to  their  cottages  to  enable  them  to  keep  a  cow 

^  Clark's  HerefortUhire  (1794),  p.  29. 

'  TJie  AdvaniageB  and  Disadvaniagee  of  enclosing  W€uie  Lands  and  Oommon 
,  by  a  Country  Gentleman  (1772),  pp.  8,  32. 
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or  two.  With  the  gloomy  forebodingB  of  the  **  Country  Qeattemaii " 
in*y  be  contrasted  the  triumphant  hopefnhiesB  of  Arthur  Yomig. 
Both  wrote  at  the  same  date ;  yet  the  gloom  of  the  me  and  the 
hopes  of  the  other  were  equally  well  founded  in  the  districts  to  whieh 
they  respectively  refer.  What,  asks  Young,  wiU  opponents  '*  say 
to  the  inolosures  in  NorfoUCy  Suffolk,  NotHnghamshire,  DerbyMre^ 
Lincolnehiref  Yorkshire,  and  all  the  northern  counties  ?  What  say 
they  to  the  sands  of  Norfolk,  Suffolk,  and  NoMnghamahife,  whioh 
yield  com  and  mutton  and  beef  from  the  force  of  INGLOSUKE 
alone  ?  What  say  they  to  the  Wolds  of  York  and  Linooln,  which 
from  banen  heaths  at  Is.  per  acre  aie  by  INGLOSURE  alone 
rendered  profitable  f anns  ?  .  .  .  What  say  they  to  the  vast 
tracts  in  the  peak  of  Derby  which  by  INGLOSURE  alone 
aie  changed  from  black  regions  of  ling  to  fertile  fields  covered 
with  cattle !  What  say  they  to  the  improvements  of  moors  in 
the  northern  oounttes,  where  INGLOSURES  alone  have  made 
those  countries  smile  with  culture  which  before  were  dreary  as 
night  ?  "  1 

Li  1774,  when  both  Arthur  Young  and  the  '^  Gountry  Gentleman  " 
were  writing,  improved  methods  of  arable  farming  and  the  use  of 
rootS)  clover,  and  artificial  grasses  had  not  extended  beyond  a  few 
favoured  districts ;  com  and  cattle  were  still  treated  as  distinct 
departments  of  farming,  impossible  on  the  same  land ;  the  ten- 
dency was  still  strong  to  convert  arable  land  into  pasture;  the 
science  of  stock-breediog  and  stock-rearing  was  still  in  its  infancy ; 
improved  means  of  communication  had  not  reHeved  farmers  in 
almost  every  district  from  the  necessity  of  devoting  the  greater 
part  of  their  holdings  to  com-growiog,  or  enabled  them  to  put 
their  land  to  the  best  use  by  facilitating  the  interchange  of  arable 
produce ;  above  all,  no  urgent  demand  for  meat  and  milk,  as  well 
as  bread,  was  as  yet  made  by  a  rapidly  growing  daas  of  artisanB. 
Li  another  twenty  years  these  conditions  had  been  changed,  or 
were  altering  fast.  But  it  is  to  this  early  period,  when  arable 
land  was  being  converted  to  pasture,  and  the  superiority  of  the 
nem  agricultural  methods  was  still  disputed,  that  nearly  all  the 
writers  belonged,  who  are  most  frequently  quoted  for  or  against 
enclosures.  After  1790  no  voice  is  raised  against  the  movement 
on  any  other  ground  than  the  moral  and  social  injury  inflicted 
ui>on  open-fiekl  farmers  and  commoners.    The  economic  gain  is 

iPolifMoi  AnAamaie  (1774),  p.  isa 
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admitted.^  Individual  oocnpationy  as  an  ixiAtminent  of  soieiitific 
and  praotioal  farmiDg  and  of  increased  production,  had  demon- 
strated its  superiority  over  commonable  fields.  The  supply  of  eggs 
and  ]>oultry  may  have  dwindled  ;  but  it  was  more  than  compen- 
sated by  the  larger  supply  of  bread  and  meat.  The  arguments  of 
the  deserted  village  and  of  scaroity  of  employment  were  losing 
their  force,  when,  under  the  strong  pressure  of  necessity,  the  reac- 
tion had  set  in  from  pasture  to  extended  tillage.  In  these  directions 
the  defence  of  the  enclosing  movement  was  immensely  strengthened. 
But,  during  the  same  period,  the  social  results  of  the  agrarian  revolu- 
tion were  rapidly  revealing  themselves,  and  were  attracting  increased 
attention.    Those   results,   aggravated   in   their   evil   effects   by 

^  The  lollowing  works  may  be  quoted  in  proof : 

1.  Essay  on  the  Nature  and  Method  of  <tsoertaining  the  Spec^flck  Shares  of 

Proprietors  ii/pon  the  Inclosure  of  Common  FiHds,  by  H.  8.  Homer,  1766. 

2.  An  ^%quiry  irUo  the  Reasons  For  and  Against  Inci/osing  the  Open  Fields, 

by  a  member  of  the  Legislature*  1767. 

3.  An  Enquiry  into  the  Causes  of  the  Present  High  Price  of  Provisions,  by 
Nathaniel  Forster,  1767. 

4.  BeJIeetions  on  Ineiosing  Large  Commons  and  Common  Fie^,  by  W. 
Pennington,  1769. 

5.  ObservaHons  on  Reversionary  Payments,  etc,,  by  Richard  Price,  1771. 

6.  The  Advantages  and  Disadvantages  of  ineMng  Waste  Lands  and  Open 
Fields,  by  a  Country  Qentleman,  1772. 

7.  An  Inquiry  into  the  Reasons  For  and  Against  inclosing  Open  Fields,  by 
Stephen  Addington,  2nd  edition,  1772. 

8.  An  Inquiry  into  the  Connection  between  the  present  price  of  provisions  and 
the  Size  of  Farms,  by  a  Farmer  [John  Arbuthnot],  1773. 

9.  Four  Tracts,  together  toith  Two  Sermons,  on  political  and  commercial 
subjects,  by  JoaUkh  Tucker,  1774. 

IC.  HirUs  to  Gentlemen  of  Landed  Property,  by  Nathaniel  Kent,  1777. 

1 1.  An  Enquiry  into  the  Advantages  and  Disadvantages  resulting  from  BiU$ 
of  Inclosure,  etc.  Anon,  1780. 

12.  Observations  on  a  Pamphlet  entUkd  An  Enquiry  into  the  AdvantageSf  etc. 
Anon,  1781  (an  answer  to  the  foregoing). 

13.  Cursory  Remarks  on  the  Importance  of  Agriculture,  by  W.  Lamport,  1784. 

14.  A  Political  Enquiry  into  the  Consequences  of  Enclosing  Waste  Lands, 
Being  the  sentiments  of  a  Society  of  Farmers  in shire,  1785. 

15.  An  Enquiry  into  the  Influence  which  Enclosures  have  had  upon  the  Popula- 
tion of  England,  by  John  Hewlett,  1786. 

16.  Cursory  Remarks  on  Indosures,  etc,  by  a  Country  Farmer,  1786. 

17.  Enclosures  a  Cause  of  Improved  Agrioul/ture,  etc,  by  John  Hewlett,  1787. 

18.  Suggestions  for  rendering  the  Inclosure  of  Common  Fields  and  Waste 
Lands  a  source  of  Population  and  Riches,  by  Thomas  Stone,  1787. 

An  apparent  exception  is  one  of  the  most  interesting  works  on  the  subject, 
namely: 

19.  The  Case  of  Labourers  in  Husbandry  Stated  and  Considered^  by  David 
Davies,  1795. 

But  the  material  was  collected  in  1787.     The  high  prices  of  com,  1765-74, 
seem  to  have  given  an  impulse  to  enclosures  and  produced  a  crop  of  literature. 
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industrial  changes  and  the  operation  of  the  Poor  Law,  weace  disas- 
trous to  a  large  number  of  open-field  farmers,  cottagers,  and 
commoners  who  had  lost  their  hold  upon  the  land.  The  strongest 
argument  against  enclosures  was  the  material  and  moral  damage 
inflicted  upon  the  poor. 

In  comparatively  rare  instances  commoners  who  exercised  com- 
mon-rights were  not  put  to  strict  proof  of  their  legal  title.  'Evea 
where  this  lenient  policy  was  adopted,  or  where  the  right  was 
established  at  law,  the  claim  was  often  supposed  to  be  satisfied  by 
the  gift  of  a  sum  of  money,  or  by  an  allotment  of  land.  Money, 
to  a  man  who  had  no  power  of  investment,  was  a  precarious  pro- 
vision, which  generally  was  soon  spent.  Land  was  a  better  sub- 
stitute ;  but  the  allotment  might  be  too  small  to  repay  the  cost  of 
fencing,  or  too  distant  to  be  of  real  benefit ;  it  was  seldom  enou^ 
for  the  summer  and  winter  keep  of  a  cow.  The  land  and  the  cow 
were  often  sold  together,  as  soon  as,  or  sometimes  before,  the 
award  was  made.  Sometimes,  again,  legal  principles  were  set 
aside,  and  allotments  of  land,  more  or  less  inadequate,  were  made 
for  cottage  building,  or  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor  of  the  parish 
to  supply  pasture  or  fuel.  But  probably  less  than  5  per  cent,  of 
the  enclosure  Acts  made  any  provision  of  this  kind. 

The  injury  inflicted  on  the  poor  by  the  loss  of  their  common  of 
pasture,  whether  legally  exercised  or  not,  was  indisputably  great. 
It  was  admitted  by  those  who,  on  other  grounds,  were  the  strongest 
supporters  of  enclosures.  Arthur  Young  himself,  though  he  never 
swerved  from  his  advocacy  of  large  enclosed  holdings,  had  been 
converted  to  the  principle  of  an  admixture  of  occupying  ownerships 
for  small  farmers.  His  travels  in  France  had  shown  him  the 
"  magic  of  property  "  at  work.  In  England  he  had  witnessed  its 
effects  in  the  Isle  of  Axhohne.  "In  respect  of  property,"  he 
writes,^  **I  know  nothing  more  wingiilar  respecting  it,  than  its 
great  division  in  the  isle  of  Axholm.  In  most  of  the  towns  there, 
for  it  is  not  quite  general,  there  is  much  resemblance  of  some  rich 
parts  of  France  and  Flanders.  The  inhabitants  axe  collected  in 
villages  and  hamlets;  and  almost  every  house  you  see,  except 
very  poor  cottages  on  the  borders  of  commons,  is  inhabited  by  a 
farmer,  the  proprietor  of  his  farm,  of  from  four  or  five,  and  even 
fewer,  to  twenty,  forty,  and  more  acres,  scattered  about  the  open- 
fields,  and  cultivated  with  all  that  minutisd  of  care  and  anxiety,  by 

i  Lme6kiMr€  (17iN»),  p.  17. 
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the  handB  of  the  family,  which  are  found  abroad,  in  the  oountries 
mentioned.  They  are  yery  poor,  respecting  money,  but  very  happy 
respecting  their  mode  of  existence.  Contrivance,  mutual  assist- 
ance, by  barter  and  hire,  enable  them  to  manage  these  little  farms 
though  they  break  all  the  rules  of  rural  proportion." 

On  these  lines,  he  urged  in  1800  ^  that  every  scrap  of  waste  and 
n^ected  land  should  be  converted  into  possessions  for  the  poor, 
and  that  all  labourers  should  be  assigned  gardens  and  grass-land 
for  the  keep  of  a  oow.  In  1801  *  he  proposed  that  labourers  should 
be  allowed  to  absorb  for  themselves  the  small  commons  which 
were  situated  in  the  centre  of  enclosed  districts,  and  that  all  Acts 
of  Parliament  for  the  reclamation  of  wastes  should  attach  enough 
land  to  every  cottage  to  provide  summer  and  winter  keep  for  a 
cow,  the  land  to  be  inalienable  and  vested  in  the  parish.  He 
based  these  recommendations  on  lus  own  personal  observations  of 
the  effect  of  the  enclosure  of  commons.  "  Many  kept  cows  that 
have  not  since  "  is  lus  frequent  summary  of  results.  Out  of  37 
parishes,  he  found  only  12  in  which  the  poor  had  not  suffered.* 
'*  By  nineteen  Enclosure  Acts  out  of  twenty,  the  poor  areiajured, 
in  some  grossly  injured.  .  .  .  The  poor  in  these  parishes  may 
say,  and  with  truth,  Pw\Mm/e!nl  may  be  tender  of  property ;  M  I 
know  is  I  had  a  cow,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament  haa  taken  it  from 
me.*'  *  The  Board  of  Agriculture  printed  evidence  to  the  same 
effect.'  Out  of  68  Enclosure  Acts,  53  had  injured  the  poor,  who  had 
lost  their  cows,  and  could  no  longer  buy  milk  for  their  families. 
The  same  point  is  frequently  noticed  by  the  Reporters.  Nathaniel 
Kent,  for  example,  dwells  upon  it  in  his  Report  on  Norfolk,  and 
urges  "  all  great  farmers  ...  to  provide  comfortable  cottages  for 
two  or  three  of  their  most  industrious  labourers,  and  to  lay  two  or 
three  acres  of  grass  land  to  each  to  enable  such  labourer  to  keep 
a  cow  and  a  pig."  ®  Tet  even  when  the  opportunity  to  keep  a 
cow  occurred,  it  was  not  invariably  used.  ''  Cottagers,"  says  Kent, 
*'  who  live  at  the  sides  of  the  common  generally  neglect  the  advantage 
they  have  before  them.    There  is  not,  perhaps,  one  out  of  six, 

1  QueaUon  of  SearoUy  fMniy  gUUed  (1800). 

*  Inquiry  vnU>  the  Propriety  of  applying  Waatea  to  the  better  MaMenanee 
and  Sv/pport  of  the  Poor  (1801). 

>  Ibid,  p  19.  « Ibid.  p.  42. 

^  Omeral  Report  on  EncHowreB^  1808,  pp.  150-2. 

*  Kent's  Noffd»,  p.  172. 
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upon  an  average  that  keeps  even  a  cow."  ^  Nor  was  the  disappear- 
anoe  of  the  cow  inTariably  due  to  the  loss  of  commons.  Some- 
times commercial  motives  operated.  At  Baldon,  in  Oxfordshire, 
''many  cottagers  had  two,  three  or  four  acres,  and  they  kept 
cows ;  now,  still  having  the  land,  they  keep  no  cows  ;  their  rent 
from  30s.  to  42s.  per  acre  and  all  applied  as  arable."*  In  this 
instance,  at  all  events,  the  cheapness  of  butter  and  the  high  price 
of  wheat  had  tempted  these  men  to  plough  up  their  grass-land. 

Whatever  exceptions  there  may  have  been,  the  loss  of  the  oow 
generally  followed  the  loss  of  the  commons.  Nor  was  this  the  only 
injury  which  the  cottager  suffered.  He  lost  his  free  firing,  and  the 
run  for  his  geese  and  poultry.  It  is,  in  fact,  impossible  to  measure 
in  terms  of  cash  equivalents  the  benefits  derived  from  the  commons, 
or  the  loss  inflicted  by  their  withdrawal.  The  case  is  well  sum- 
marised by  Barnes,  the  Dorsetshire  poet  of  rural  life : 

ThomoB  (I09.) ;  Why,  'tis  a  handy  thing 

To  have  a  bit  o'  oommon,  I  do  know, 
To  put  a  little  cow  upon  in  spring. 
The  while  woone's  bit  ov  orchard  graas  do  grow. 

John  :  Aye,  that's  the  thing,  you  zee.     Now  I  do  mow 

My  bit  o'  grass,  an  m^ake  a  little  rick  ; 
An'  in  the  summer,  while  do  grow, 
My  cow  do  run  in  common  vor  to  pick 
A  bleftde  or  two  o'  graas,  if  she  can  vind  em, 

Vor  tothar  cattle  don't  leftve  much  behind  em*  i 

An'  then,  becides  the  oow,  why  we  do  let 
Our  geese  run  out  among  the  emmet  hills  ; 
An'  then,  when  we  do  pluck  em,  we  do  get 
Vor  sMe  some  ve&thers  an'  zome  quills ; 
An'  in  the  winter  we  do  fat  em  well, 
An'  car  em  to  the  market  vor  to  sell 

To  gentlo-volks.         ....  4 

An'  then,  when  I  ha'  noth^n  else  to  do. 

Why,  I  can  te&ke  my  hook  an'  gloves,  an'  goo  , 

To  cut  a  lot  o'  vuzs  and  briars 
Vor  het^n  ovens  or  vor  lighten  viers ; 
An'  when  the  childem  be  too  young  to  e&m 
A  penny,  they  can  g'out  in  sunny  weather. 
An'  run  about,  an'  get  together 
A  bag  o'  cow-dung  vor  to  bum. 

The  material  loss  inflicted  on  the  poor  was  great :  still  more 
serious  was  the  moral  damage.  It  is  probably  true  that  the  com- 
mons had  attracted  to  their  borders  numbers  of  the  idle  and 
dissolute.  But  it  is  equally  certain  that  they  also  afforded  to 
hard-working  and  thrifty  peasants  the  means  of  supplementing 

1  HifUa  to  QmmfiHMn  (1776),  p.  1 12.  >  Young's  Oa^ordahire,  p.  S3.  jl 
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their  weekly  wages.  They  gave  the  man  who  enjoyed  rights  of 
common,  and  lived  near  enough  to  use  them,  an  interest  in  the 
land  and  the  hope  of  acquiring  a  larger  interest.  They  encouraged 
his  thrift  and  fostered  his  independence.  Men  who  had  gr&zmg 
rights  hoarded  their  money  to  buy  a  cow.  They  enabled  wage- 
earners  to  keep  live-stock,  which  was  something  of  their  own. 
They  gave  them  fuel,  instead  of  driving  them  to  the  baker  for 
every  sort  of  cooking.  They  formed  the  lowest  rung  in  the  social 
ladder,  by  which  the  successful  commoner  might  hope  to  climb  to 
the  occupation  of  a  holding  suited  to  his  capital.  Now  the  com* 
mons  were  gone,  and  the  farms  which  replaced  them  were  too 
large  to  be  attainable.  Contemporary  writers  who  comment  on 
the  increasing  degradation  of  the  labouring  classes  too  often  treat 
as  its  causes  changes  which  were  really  its  consequences.  They 
note  the  increase  of  drunkenness,  but  forget  that  the  occupation 
of  the  labourer's  idle  moments  was  gone ;  they  attack  the  mis- 
chievous practice  of  giving  children  tea,  but  forget  that  milk  was 
no  longer  procurable ;  they  condemn  the  rising  generation  as 
incapable  for  farm  labour,  but  forget  that  the  parents  no  longer 
occupied  land  on  which  their  children  could  learn  to  work  ;  they 
deplore  the  helplessness  of  the  modem  wives  of  cottagers  who  had 
become  dependent  on  the  village  baker,  but  forget  that  they  were 
now  obliged  to  buy  flour,  and  had  lost  their  free  fuel ;  they  denounce 
their  improvident  marriages,  but  forget  that  the  motive  of  thrift 
was  removed.  The  results  were  the  hopelessness,  the  indifference, 
and  the  moral  deterioration  of  the  landless  labourer.  *'  Qo,"  says 
Arthur  Young,  *'  to  an  ale-house  kitchen  of  an  old  enclosed  country, 
and  there  you  will  see  the  origin  of  poverty  and  the  poor-rates. 
For  whom  are  they  to  be  sober  ?  For  whom  are  they  to  save  ? 
(such  are  their  questions).  For  the  parish  ?  If  I  am  diligent, 
shall  I  have  leave  to  build  a  cottage  ?  If  I  am  sober,  shall  I  have 
land  for  a  cow  ?  If  I  am  frugal,  shall  I  have  half  an  acre  of 
potatoes  ?  You  offer  no  motives  ;  you  have  nothing  but  a  parish 
officer  and  a  workhouse.  Bring  me  another  pot."  ^  The  same 
point  is  urged,  with  less  vivacity  and  picturesqueness  of  statement, 
by  the  best  writers  of  the  day,  especially  by  Howlett  and  Davies. 

The  displacement  of  numbers  of  cottagers,  commoners,  and  open- 
field  farmers  came  at  a  difficult  crisis.  Hitherto  rural  labourers 
in  many  parts  of  the  country  had  regarded  day  work  for  wages 

^  Annal$  cf  AgricuUutre,  vol.  xxxvi.  p.  50B.     On  Wattes  (1801),  pp.  12,  13. 
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on  the  luid  of  fannera  as  a  by-employment,  whioh  eked  out  the 
profits  of  their  other  industries.  Now  the  oommons  were  gone, 
and  at  the  same  time  their  own  domestic  handicrafts  were  being 
superseded  by  manufactured  goods.  It  was  now  that  the  industrial 
population  was  ahlffing  from  the  South  to  the  Nortii ;  that  spinning 
and  weaving  deserted  the  home  for  the  factory ;  that  old  markets 
were  exchanged  for  the  new  centres  of  trade  which  gatheored  round 
the  water-power  or  the  coal  and  iron  fields  of  the  Nortii.  In  the 
closing  years  of  the  eighteenth  century,  widespread  complaints 
are  made  of  decaying  industries,  of  the  loss  of  employment  in  rural 
districts,  of  the  mass  of  pauperism  bequeathed  to  small  towns 
and  villages  by  the  departure  of  trades. 

Industries,  which  in  1800  were  concentrating  in  the  large  towns 
at  the  Nortii,  had  been  previously  scattered  over  a  wide  extent  of 
country  districts.  Even  where  the  trade  maintained  its  ground, 
the  introduction  of  machinery  reduced  the  amount  of  employment, 
and  transferred  it  from  the  cottage  to  the  factory.  At  the  same 
time  many  local  manufactories  were  brought  to  the  verge  of  ruin 
by  the  war,  which  limited  the  export  trade.  As  the  result  of  these 
changes  in  the  conditions  of  rural  life,  poor-rates  rose  to  an  enormous 
height.  Marshall,  in  his  Beview  of  the  Beporta  to  the  Board  of 
Agriculture,  mentions  the  instance  of  Coggeshall  in  Essex,  onoe  a 
flourishing  village,  where  the  poor-rates,  owing  to  the  ruin  of  the 
baize  trade,  had  risen  to  16s.  in  the  pound.  This  burden,  increased 
as  it  was  by  the  provision  for  the  maintenance  of  the  wives  and 
families  of  militiamen,  enlisted  soldiers  and  sailors,  crushed  out  of 
existence  many  small  freeholders,  who,  because  they  employed  no 
labour,  derived  no  advantage  from  the  operation  of  the  Poor  Law, 
but  were  assessed  on  the  rental  value  of  their  land.  As  the  local 
industries  declined,  or  were  concentrated  ui  towns,  or  substituted 
machinery  for  manual  work,  the  demand  for  labour  was  reduced 
in  rural  villages.  Fewer  opportunities  for  supplementing  weekly 
wages  by  other  emplojnnents  were  afforded.  It  was  now  that  the 
South  and  South  Midlands  fell  hopelessly  behind  the  North. 

It  is  difficult  to  give  any  adequate  impression  of  the  degree  in 
which,  under  the  dying  system  of  self-contained  communities,  indus- 
trial emplojnnents  other  than  those  of  agriculture  had  been  distri- 
buted among  rural  villages.  Counties  which  at  first  sight  seem 
purely  agricultural,  possessed  a  number  of  local  industries,  which, 
in  addition  to  dyeworks,  malthouses,  breweries,  miUs,  and  tanneries. 
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gave  considerable  employment.  Bedfordflhire  had  its  osier  baskets, 
its  reed  matting,  its  straw  plaiting  ;  its  spinning  of  hemp  had  died 
out  in  1803,  but  men  as  well  as  women  still  made  pillow  laoe.  Straw- 
plaiting  extended  along  the  borders  of  Buckinghamshire,  Hertford- 
shire, and  Cambridgeshire.  The  best,  that  is,  the  weakest  straw, 
commanded  high  prices,  and  sold  for  from  2d.  to  4d.  the  pound.  In 
Cambridgeshire  and  Huntingdonshire,  woollen  and  worsted  yam 
was  also  spun  for  Norwich  and  the  nortiiem  markets.  Lincolnshire 
wove  fabrics  for  women's  dresses ;  Epworth  made  sack-cloth ; 
coarse  linen  or  hempen  cloth  was  woven  in  many  parts  of  the 
county.  Suffolk  had  its  spinning  and  combing  of  wool ;  and  in  the 
district  round  Beccles,  where  hemp  was  largely  cultivated,  quantities 
of  hempen  cloth  were  manufactured.  Essex  was  famous  for  its 
baizes.  But  the  trade  was  for  the  time  ruined  by  the  war.  In  the 
neighbourhood  of  Colchester,  where  during  peace  20,000  persons  had 
found  employment,  only  8,000  were  now  employed.  At  Halstead, 
Dedham,  Booking,  and  the  surrounding  villages,  the  industry  had  so 
decayed  that  numbers  of  hands  were  out  of  work,  and  the  rates  rose 
to  over  208.  in  the  pound. 

Hampshire  was  not  a  manufacturing  county.  But  it  had  a 
variety  of  industries  ranging  from  manufactories  of  cloth,  shalloons 
and  coarse  woollens,  to  bed-ticking  and  earthenware  pottery.  Kent 
was  the  county  of  hoxMs ;  yet  Canterbury  and  the  villages  round 
wove  silk  ;  Dover  and  Maidstone  made  paper ;  Crayf ord  bleached 
linens  and  printed  calicoes ;  Whitstable  had  its  copperas  works. 
Sandwich  its  salt-works,  Faversham  and  Deptford  Uieir  powder 
mills.  Along  the  banks  of  the  Wandle  in  Surrey  were  paper,  oil, 
snuff  and  flour  mills,  mills  for  grinding  logwood,  as  well  as  leather, 
parchment,  calico,  and  printing  works.  The  Mole  turned  iron  mills 
at  Cobham  and  flatting  mills  at  Ember  Court.  The  Wey  collected 
on  its  banks  many  paper  mills.  In  the  Weald  there  still  lingered 
iron-workers  and  charcoal  burners.  Godalming  and  the  neighbour- 
hood had  its  patent  fleecy  hosiery,  its  works  for  wool-combing,  for 
blankets,  tilts,  and  collar-cloths.  Sussex  formerly  sent  every  year 
quantities  of  iron  by  land-carriage  to  London ;  but  the  trade  was 
dying  fast.  It  still  remained  one  of  the  chief  centres  of  the  charcoal 
industry  and  of  powder  making.  In  Berkshire  the  woollen  manu- 
factures were  dwindling.  They  were  deserting  Newbury,  leaving 
behind  a  "  numerous  poor."  But  in  the  town  and  neighbourhood, 
kerseys,  cottons,  calicoes,  linen  and  damask  were  still  made,  and  the 
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introduction  of  the  manufaoture  of  blankets  was  attempted.  At 
Oabjngham  there  were  established  silk-spinning  and  silk-heaving 
manufactories,  and  a  considerable  trade  was  carried  on  in  hat-bands, 
ribbons,  watch-strings,  shoe-strings,  sarcenets,  and  figured  gauzes 
for  women's  dresses.  Li  Oxfordshire  the  shag-weavers  of  Blozham 
and  Banbury  were  out  of  employment  and  on  the  parish.  The 
coarse  velvet  trade  of  Banbury  was  travelling  north.  The  blankets 
of  Witney  still  held  their  own  ;  but  the  introduction  of  machinery 
had  thrown  two-thirds  of  the  workmen  out  of  employment,  and  the 
rates  had  risen  to  lis.  in  the  pound.  The  glove  trade  of  Woodstock 
flourished  ;  but  the  polished  steel  trade  had  migrated  to  Birmingham 
and  Sheffield,  and  leathern  breeches,  no  longer  worn,  had  ceased  to 
be  made. 

Northampton  and  the  surrounding  neighbourhood  were  already 
famous  for  boots ;  Daventry  manufactured  whixMs  and  wove  silk 
stockings ;  in  Wellingborough  and  the  surrounding  villages  laoe- 
maldng  employed  from  9,000  to  10,000  persons,  the  thread  being 
imported  from  Flanders  and  distributed  to  the  workers  in  their 
houses.  Since  the  war,  the  worsted  manufactories  of  Kettering 
had  decayed  ;  instead  of  from  5,000  to  6,000  hands,  only  half  were 
employed,  and  the  remainder  fell  up<m  the  rates.  Warwickshire, 
Nottinghamshire,  and  Staffordshire  were  becoming  manufacturing 
counties.  Machinery  was  being  introduced,  and,  as  a  consequence, 
their  industries  were  being  withdrawn  from  the  villages  and  con- 
centrated in  towns.  Outside  Birmingham,  there  were  the  ribbon 
and  tammy  trades  of  Coventry,  the  horn  combs  of  Kenilworth,  the 
nails  of  Bromwich,  the  needles  of  Alcester,  the  worsted  works  of 
Warwick,  the  linen  trade  of  Tamworth.  For  miles  round  Notting- 
ham the  villagers  were  stocking-makers  ;  in  different  parts  of  the 
county  were  scattered  mills  for  combing  and  spinning  wool,  or 
silk  spinning  and  weaving,  for  polishing  marble,  as  well  as  worioB 
for  the  manufacture  of  pottery,  starch,  and  sail-cloth.  Few  cottagers 
were  without  a  web  of  home-spun  cloth.  Shropshire  had  a  great 
variety  of  local  industries,  such  as  garden  pots  at  Broseley ;  fine 
china  at  Gaughley ;  china,  ropes,  and  chains  at  Coalport ;  glass 
works  at  Donnington  ;  dye-works  at  Lebotwood  ;  Shrewsbury  and 
the  neighbourhood  maintained  spinning  and  fulling  mills,  a  trade  in 
finishing  Welsh  flannels,  manufactures  of  coarse  linens  and  linen 
threads.  In  many  cottages  and  farm-houses  pieces  of  linen  doth 
were  got  up  for  sale.    The  glove  trade  of  Worcester  employed  a 
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large  number  of  men  and  women  in  the  oity  itself,  and  in  the  **  county 
round  to  the  extent  of  seven  or  eight  miles."  Kidderminster  and 
the  neighbourhood  were  carpet-makers.  On  the  borders  of  Stafford* 
shire  and  Warwickshire  many  were  employed  in  making  nails, 
needles,  and  fish-hooks. 

Over  the  greater  part  of  Gloucestershire,  and  especially  in  the 
Gotswold  HiUs,  there  was  much  spinning  of  wool.  The  trade  in 
the  fine  broad-cloths  of  Stroud  and  the  surrounding  parishes  was  in 
1794  at  a  stand-still ;  but  in  the  coarser  quality  required  for  army 
clothing  it  was  brisk.  Even  here  the  introduction  of  machinery 
**  has  thrown  many  hands  out  of  emplo3nnent,"  and  caused  the  poor- 
rates  to  rise  "  to  six  shillings  in  the  pound  and  upward."  At 
Cirencester  in  1807  many  labouring  people  were  still  employed  in 
sorting  wool  from  the  fleece;  but  the  wool  trade  had  much  decreased 
in  the  last  forty  years,  as  also  spinning  wooUen  yam  and  worsted 
since  the  introduction  of  machinery.  Tewkesbury  had  its  stocking- 
frame  industry ;  Dursley  and  Wotton-imder-Edge  made  wire  cards 
for  l^e  use  of  clothiers ;  iron  and  brass  wire,  tin-plate,  pins,  rugs 
and  blankets  employed  other  districts  of  the  county.  But  the 
decline  of  trade  made  itself  felt  in  the  great  increase  of  rates.  "'  In 
the  clothing  district,"  says  Budge, ''  the  weight  of  parochial  assess- 
ments falls  uncommonly  heavy  on  landed  property.  During  the  late 
scarcity,  the  average  charge  might  be  4s.  6d.  through  the  county ; 
while  at  the  same  time  it  amounted  to  at  least  three  times  that 
proportion  in  some  of  the  parishes  where  the  clothing  manufacture 
is  carried  on."  ^  In  Somersetshire,  the  trade  in  wooUen  cloth  and 
worsted  stockings  of  Frome  and  Shepton  MaDet  had  given  employ- 
ment, not  only  to  the  two  towns,  but  to '"  a  vast  number  of  the  lower 
order  of  people  in  the  adjacent  villages."  But  in  1797  the  restriction 
of  the  export  trade  by  the  war,  the  introduction  of  machinery,  and 
the  competition  of  the  North,  had  begun  to  injure  the  trade  and 
lessen  the  demand  for  labour.  Taunton  had  lost  its  woollen 
manufactures,  though  they  still  flourished  at  Wellington  and 
Wiveliscombe. 

In  Cornwall,  carding  and  spinning  were  in  1811  dying  out,  and 
**  to  the  total  decline  of  this  business  must,  in  some  measure,  be  attri- 
buted the  progressive  increase  of  the  rates  of  the  county."  *  From 
Devonshire  in  1808  came  the  same  complaint  of  the  failure  of  em- 

^  CfloucuierMhire  (1807),  p.  346. 
*  Worgan's  ComwaU  (Ull),  p.  33. 
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ploymeQt,  though  in  the  eutem  part  of  the  county  laoe-mahang  still 
flourished.^  In  Doraetahire  the  prinoipal  maaufaoturee  were  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Bridport  and  Beaminater,  where  in  1793»  "  all 
aorta  of  twine,  string,  paokthread,  netting,  cordage,  and  ropes  are 
made,  from  the  finest  thread  used  by  saddlers,  in  lieu  of  silk,  to 
the  cable  which  holds  the  first-rate  man  of  war."  *  In  this  neigh- 
bourhood also  were  made  the  sails  for  shipping,  sacking  for  ham- 
mocks, and  all  kinds  of  bags  and  tarpaulin.  Here  too  were  braided 
nets  for  the  Newfoundland  fishery  and  for  home  use.  At  Loders 
sail-clol^  was  woven.  At  Shaftesbury  and  Blandfoid,  and  in  the 
surrounding  villages  on  all  sides,  to  seven  or  eight  miles  distance, 
was  carried  on  the  manufacture  of  shirt-buttons. 

Two  other  changes  were  in  progress  which  in  a  minor  degree 
added  to  l^e  misfortunes  of  the  labouring  classes  in  country  districts. 
In  the  first  place,  trade  in  agricultural  produce  was  rapidly  becoming 
wholesale  instead  of  retail.  Dairy-farms  contracted  for  the  supply 
of  milk  to  towns,  and  milk  was  more  easily  obtained  by  the  urban 
than  the  rural  population.  The  produce  of  corn-farms  was  sold  in 
bulk  to  corn-dealers  or  millers.  Labourers  could  rarely  purchase  a 
bushel  of  wheat  direct  from  the  farmer.  They  could  no  longer 
cany  their  com  to  the  miller,  pay  for  grinding,  and  take  away  the 
pure  flour,  and  the  offals  for  the  pigs.  Now  they  were  obliged  to  buy 
from  the  miller  or  the  baker,  not  only  the  flour,  but  the  bran,  with 
the  profits  of  each  trader  added  to  the  price  of  both.  In  the  second 
place,  a  number  of  crops,  some  of  which  required  much  labour  for 
their  cultivation  or  special  preparation,  were  dying  out,  because 
the  industries  which  they  served  had  migrated,  or  from  some  change 
of  taste  or  fashion.  As  the  linen  trade  became  more  concentrated 
in  particular  locaUties,  flax  was  more  rarely  cultivated.  The  hemp- 
yards,  which  were  once  attached  to  many  cottages  and  farm-houses, 
were  similarly  abandoned.  The  use  of  teasels  by  clothiers  was 
displaced  by  machinery,  and  the  crop  was  no  longer  cultivated. 
Woad,  madder,  and  saffron  found  cheaper  substitutes.  Liquorice 
disappeared  from  Nottinghamshire,  camomile  from  Derbyshire, 
canary  seed  from  Kent,  carraway  seed  from  Essex. 

The  rapid  increase  in  the  price  of  provisions  from  1793  onwards 
struck  yet  another,  and  a  crushing,  blow  at  the  position  of  the  land- 
lees  labourer.    The  rise  came  with  startling  suddenness,  and  it 

^  Vano<Niver*8  DewmMn  (ISOS),  p.  464. 
*  Claridge*8  DorveftMrf  (179S),  p.  S7. 
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found  him  defenodefls.  Without  the  commons  he  was  entirely 
dependent  on  purohaaed  food  ;  without  domestic  industries  he  had 
less  money  to  buy  the  means  of  existence.  The  greater  the  distance 
from  London,  tlie  lower  the  wages  and  the  higher  the  prices.  This 
was  certainly  true  of  the  West  and  South* West  of  England.  Thus, 
tiie  labourer  had  more  to  buy,  less  money  to  buy  it  with,  and  what 
money  he  had  did  not  go  so  far  as  formerly.  In  yet  another  way, 
the  great  rise  in  prices  affected  the  rural  population  for  the  worse. 
It  no  longer  paid  the  farmer  to  board  servants  in  husbandry.  In  the 
North,  the  system  still  survived,  partly  because  of  the  high  wages  of 
day-labour,  partly  because  the  diet  which  custom  accepted  was  more 
economical,  and  barley-brotli  and  porridge  were  staple  foods. 
Elsewhere  the  number  of  servants  who  were  boarded  and  lodged 
in  farm-houses  dwindled ;  they  became  day-labourers,  living  how 
and  where  they  could.  Another  opportunity  for  saving  and  another 
restraint  on  improvident  marriage  were  thus  removed. 

To  a  certain  extent  tlie  rise  in  the  prices  was  met  by  a  substantial 
advance  in  wages.  It  is  always  easy  to  raise  wages  ;  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  lower  them.  The  reluctance  of  farmers  to  increase  wages, 
when  an  advance  in  prices  may  be  only  temporary,  is  therefore 
intelligible.  How  far  wages  rose  is  a  difficult  field  of  enquiry.  The 
remuneration  of  labour  varies  with  the  different  seasons,  with  the 
different  occupations  of  the  men,  with  different  contracts  of  service, 
with  different  districts  of  the  same  county.  The  one  outstanding 
point  is  that  the  real  earnings  of  agricultural  labourers  are  not  now, 
and,  to  a  greater  extent,  were  not  then,  represented  only  by  the 
weekly  sums  which  are  paid  in  cash.  To  these  weekly  pa3nnents 
must  be  added  earnings  at  piece-work,  at  hay  and  com  harvest, 
perquisites,  allowances  in  kind,  cottages  and  gardens,  either  rent 
free  or  rented  below  their  economic  value.  On  these  points  the 
Reports  to  tlie  Board  of  Agriculture,  1703-1815,  supply  no  reliable 
evidence.  Most  of  them  speak  of  a  considerable  rise  in  wages ; 
they  rarely  mention  the  point  from  which  the  advance  is 
measured.  They  register  the  averages  of  the  daily  or  weekly 
payments ;  they  seldom  give  the  method  by  which  the  rate  is 
calculated. 

Failing  the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  the  enquirer  is 
thrown  back  on  Young's  generalisations.  As  the  result  of  his 
calculations  in  the  Fannera*  Tours  of  1767-70,  it  may  be  estimated 
that  the  average  rate  of  wages  was  Is.  2d.  a  day, — ^more  in  the 
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nei^boDriiood  of  Lcmdon,  leas  in  m<N!e  distant  oonntus,  least  in  the 
West  and  Sooth.  From  1770  to  1790  there  does  not  seem  to  have 
been  any  appreciable  and  general  rise.  In  the  next  twenly-five 
years  a  strildiig  advance  was  made.  Tooke  states  that  agricultoial 
wages  weie  '*  doabled  or  neariy  so."  ^  Tooog  caknlated  that, 
taking  the  "  mean  rate  "  of  wages  in  1770  at  7s.  4Jd.,  the  "  price 
of  labour  had  in  forty  years  aboot  doobled."'  Both  he  and 
Tooke  state  that  tiie  wages  of  agricultaral  labourers  had  reached 
the  level  of  those  of  artisans.  It  is  difKouH  to  accept  these 
estimates.  Few  of  the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agricaltare 
really  belong  to  the  later  -ptirt  of  the  period  1793-1815,  and  the 
only  connly  in  which  the  Reporters  to  the  Board  state  that  wages 
had  doabled  between  1794  and  1812  is  Warwickshire.  In  Essex, 
however,  there  is  some  indicatifm  of  wages  having  doabled,  if  the 
Is.  2d.  of  1770  is  taken  as  the  starting-point.  In  the  Report  for 
1794,  the  average  of  summer  and  winter  wages  is  given  as  9b.  l|d.  a 
week;  in  that  for  1807,  at  12s.  7d.  The  evidence  of  the  sabseqoent 
rise  comes  from  another  source.  On  an  Essex  farm  the  rate  of 
wages  paid  to  an  ordinary  labourer,  who  had  not  the  care  of  stock, 
rose  from  lOs.  6d.  a  week  in  1800  to  128.  a  week  in  1802,  and  to  Ifis. 
a  week  in  1812.*  Whatever  weight  may  be  attached  to  the  general- 
isations of  Tooke  and  Toung,  it  is  certain  that  a  very  important 
advance  in  agricultural  wages  was  made  during  the  period  of  the 
Napoleonic  wars.    Unfortunately,  it  is  equally  certain  that,  even 


1  History  of  PricaM,  voL  L  p.  329. 

"  Enquiry  into  the  Riae  of  Prices  in  Europe  during  the  kut  twenty-fUfe  yean 
(1815),  p.  216. 

*  Board  of  Trade  RopoH  on  AgrieuUural  Wages  (1900),  Od.  346,  p.  238.  In 
the  OommunieaUons  to  the  Board  of  AgriouUure  (voL  v.  part  i.),  the  average 
weekly  wages  of  agricultural  labouien  in  1803  are  stated  at  lis.  lid.  In 
Arthur  Yowig's  Enquiry  into  the  Rise  of  Prices  in  Europe,  the  weekly  wages  in 
husbandry  are  stated  to  be  14b.  6d.  in  1811.  J.  C.  Cnrweo,  M.P.,  moving  in  the 
House  of  Commons  for  a  Committee  to  consider  the  Poor  Laws  (May  28, 
1816),  speaks  of  agricultural  wages  at  that  time  as  ranging  from  lOs.  to  16b. 
{PampMeteer,  voL  viiL  p.  9).  A.  H.  Holdsworth,  M.P.  {Letter  on  ^  Present 
Situation  of  the  Country  (1816),  Pamphieteer^  voL  viii.  p.  428),  speaks  of  agri- 
cultural labourers  receiving  2b.  6d.  a  day  before  the  reductions  of  1814.  William 
Clarkson  {Inquiry  into  the  Poor  Rates  (1816),  Pamphteteer,  vol.  viii.  p.  392)  gives 
the  average  rate  of  wages  in  1812  at  16s. ;  but  thinks  that  as  wages  are  much 
leas  in  Wiltshire,  Devonshire,  and  Cornwall,  this  figure  is  over-stated  as  an 
average. 

It  is  not  suggested  Uiat  this  dass  of  evidence  is  at  all  conehuive ;  but  it 
leaves  the  impression  that,  if  agricultural  wagel  in  1760  averaged  7&,  they  had 
approximately  doubled  in  1812  in  many  parts  of  the  country,  and  that  the 
average  rise  cannot  be  put  at  less  than  two-thirds. 
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if  wages  had  doubled,  the  price  of  provisioiiB  had  txebled.  In  other 
words,  effeotive  earmngs  had  diminished  by  a  third.  It  is  the 
suddenness  of  this  advance  in  prices  that  explains,  though  it  does 
not  justify,  the  makeshift  expedients  for  relief  which  were  adopted 
by  administrators  of  the  Poor  Law. 


CHAPTER  XV. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION  AND  THE  POOR  LAW. 

1813-37. 

War  taxation:  peaoe  and  boggaiy ;  dow  nooTfliy  of  a^ruraltore ;  the  harvest 
of  1813 ;  reality  and  extent  of  distraai ;  the  fall  of  prieee ;  banioniptoiea 
of  tenant-farmers ;  period  of  aoate  depressian,  1814-36 ;  ruin  of  small 
owners  ;  misery  of  a^rieoltozal  laboorers ;  redootion  in  wages  and  soaroity 
of  emplo5rment ;  allowances  from  the  rates ;  general  paaperisation  :  the 
new  Poor  Law,  1834,  and  its  administration. 

ENGUUffB  in  1815  had  emeiged  from  the  Napoleonic  wan  viotoiioos. 
But  she  paid  the  prioe  of  victoiy  in  her  huge  National  Debt,  her 
ezcesaiTe  taxation,  her  enormous  Poor-Rate,  her  fictitiouB  credit, 
her  mass  of  miemployed  and  discontented  laboor.  Though  it  is 
estimated  that  one  in  every  six  male  adults  was  engaged  in  the 
straggle  by  land  or  sea,  tlie  population  of  England  and  Wales  had 
risen  firom  under  8}  millions  in  1792  to  about  10}  millions  in  1815. 
Within  the  same  period  the  National  Debt  grew  firom  £261,735,059 
to  £885,186,323,  and  the  annual  expenditure,  including  interest 
<Mi  the  public  debt,  from  under  20  millions  to  £106,832,260.^  The 
wealth  and  resources  of  the  nation  are  shown  by  the  comparative 
ease  with  which  the  money  was  found  and  the  increased  burden  met. 
Tet  the  strain  of  tlie  struggle  had  been  intense,  and  <mi  no  class  had 
it  told  more  severely  than  on  agricultural  labourers.  If  their 
wages  had  approximately  doubled,  the  cost  of  living  had  nearly 
trebled.  Of  their  distress  the  rise  of  the  expenditure  <mi  poor-relief 
affords  evidence.    It  advanced  firom  £1,912,241,*  which  was  the 

1  Porter's  Pfogrt99  of  At  Nation  (1847)»  p.  4SS. 

*  Eden's  iState  of  <^  Poor,  vol.  L  pp.  363-7S.  In  1776  the  expenditun  had 
been  £1,666,804.  After  1786  no  Retonis  were  made  tall  1806,  when  poor-rates 
stood  at  £4,077,891.  See  Loooi  2\iralMm  JZafMnw  printed  l^  order  of  the  House 
of  Oommans,  1839.  To  the  sums  annonnod  and  disboised  m  relief  of  the  poor 
must  be  added  the  annual  sums  derived  from  charities  appropriated  to  the 
same  object.     These  amounted,  apart  from  educational  charities,  to  £1,209,396 


PEACE  AND  BEGGARY  317 

triennial  average  for  1783-4-5,  to  £6,418,845  in  1815.  Nor  did  the 
expenditure  cease  to  rise  with  the  close  of  the  war.  It  continued 
to  increase,  in  spite  of  falling  prices.  In  1818  it  had  grown  to 
£7,870,801,  the  h^hest  i>oint  which  it  reached  under  the  old  law.^ 

For  six  years  after  the  end  of  the  war  the  proverbial  association 
of  ''  Peace  and  Plenty  "  proved  a  ghastiy  mockery  to  all  classes  of 
the  community.  To  agriculturists  peace  brought  only  beggary.  In 
tlie  first  rush  of  complaint,  some  allowance  must  be  made  for  dis- 
appointment at  the  unmediate  results  of  the  end  of  the  war.  But 
tile  evidence  of  commercial  depression  was  real  and  widespread. 
The  disordered  state  of  the  currency  continued  to  injure  credit,  to 
disturb  trade,  to  create  wild  speculation  instead  of  sound  business. 
The  labour  market  was  glutted.  Discharged  saUors,  soldiers,  and 
militiamen  swelled  the  ranks  of  the  unemployed.  The  store, 
transport,  and  commissariat  departments  were  put  on  a  peace 
footing.  Industries  to  which  the  war  had  given  a  feverish  activity 
languished.  Thousands  of  spinners,  combers,  and  hand-loom 
weavers  were  thrown  out  of  work  by  the  increased  introduction  of 
machinery  into  manufacturing  processes.  Continental  ports  were 
once  more  opened  to  English  trade ;  but  money  was  scarce,  and 
foreign  merchandise  excluded  by  heavy  customs  duties.  It  was  soon 
found  that  home  manufactures  had  exceeded  the  demand.  Ware- 
houses were  overloaded,  markets  overstocked.  Produce  was  unsold, 
or  unpaid  for,  or  bought  at  prices  unremunerative  to  the  producers. 
Only  with  America  was  increased  business  done.  The  growing 
imports  of  raw  cotton  were  paid  for  by  exports  of  British  goods. 

After  1821  the  commercial  depression  began  to  disperse.  Difficul- 
ties of  the  currency  had  been,  to  some  extent,  adjusted  ;  credit  and 
confidence  were  reviving.  Progress  was  for  a  time  suspended  by 
the  financial  crash  of  1826.  But  the  interruption  was  temporary. 
Trade  improved,  at  first  slowly,  then  rapidly.  Agriculture  recovered 
more  gradually ;  for  a  protracted  period  it  endured  an  almost 
unexampled  misery.  Landlords,  tenant-farmers,  and  labourers 
suffered  together.    It  was  not  till  1836  that  any  gleam  of  returning 

12b.  8d.  a  year.  (See  Report  of  the  Charity  Commissioners,  1842.)  No  estimate 
caQ  be  f onned  of  the  additional  Buzns  annuaUy  contributed  by  the  charitable. 
The  great  increase  in  the  Poor  Rate  cannot  be  whoUy  attributed  to  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  paupers.  It  was  largely  due  to  the  greater  cost  of  provisions 
and  to  more  lax  administration.     See  Appendix  II. 

«  KichoU's  History  of  the  Poor  Law,  ed.  H.  Q.  WiUink  (1898),  vol.  ii.  p.  166, 
and  Porter's  Progress  of  the  Nation  (ed.  1847),  p.  527. 
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proeperity  appeared.  Diuing  the  war,  fanning  unprovements  had 
been  stimiilated  by  the  proepeot  of  inoieaaed  profits.  In  peace,  when 
<Mioe  the  new  conditionfl  were  accepted,  and  some  degree  of  confidence 
restored,  adversity  proved  an  efficient  goad.  Without  improved 
practices  there  was  no  prospect  of  any  profits  at  all.  Yet  down  to 
the  accession  of  Queen  Victoria  there  is  no  substantial  progress  to 
chronicle.  The  characteristics  of  the  period  are  a  great  loss  of 
ground  and  a  partial  recovery. 

The  inflated  prices  of  the  war  had  conferred,  from  one  point  of 
view,  a  great  advantage  on  the  agriculture  of  the  country.  They 
brought  under  the  plough  districts  which,  but  for  their  stimulus, 
might  never  have  been  brought  into  cultivation, — areas  that  were 
forced  into  productiveness  by  the  sheer  weight  of  the  metal  that  was 
poured  into  tliem.  Money  made  by  fanning  had  been  eagerly 
reinvested  in  the  improvement  of  the  land.  For  the  same  purpose 
banks  had  advanced  money  to  occupiers  on  the  security  of  crops 
and  stock  which  every  year  seemed  to  rise  in  value.  Farmers  had 
been  able  to  meet  their  engagements  out  of  loans,  and  wait  their  own 
time  for  realising  their  produce.  Better  horses  were  kept,  better 
cattle  and  sheep  bred.  Land  was  limed,  marled,  or  manured. 
Wastes  were  brought  under  cultivation ;  large  areas  were  cleared 
of  stones  in  order  to  give  an  arable  surface  ;  heaths  were  cleared, 
bogs  drained,  buildings  erected,  roads  constructed.  The  history  of 
Northumberland  strongly  illustrates  these  brighter  aspects  of  a 
gloomy  period.  John  Grey  of  Dilston,^  "'  the  Black  Prince  of  the 
North,"  one  of  tlie  most  enterprising  and  skilful  agriculturists  of  the 
day,  played  a  conspicuous  part  in  tlie  transformation  of  his  county. 
Bom  in  1785,  and  early  called  through  the  death  of  his  father  to  the 
management  of  property,  he  lived  in  the  midst  of  the  agricultural 
revolution.  When  his  father  first  settled  in  Glendale,  the  plain  was 
a  forest  of  wild  broom.  He  took  his  axe,  and,  Uke  a  backwoodsman, 
cleared  a  space  on  which  to  hepn  his  fanning  operations.  The 
country  was  then  wholly  unenclosed,  without  roads  or  signposts. 
Cattle  were  lost  for  days  in  tlie  broom  forests.  The  inhabitants 
were  as  wild  as  their  home, — ^the  Cheviot  herdsmen  ""  ferocious  and 
sullen,"  the  rural  population  '^  uneducated,  ill-clothed,  and  barbar- 
ous." But  the  character  of  the  soil  was  such  as  to  attract  skill  and 
industry.  Men  of  the  same  stamp  as  Grey,  or  the  Culleys,  settied 
in  the  fertile  vales,  and  by  their  spirited  farming  transformed  into 

>  Memoin  of  John  Qro^  oJDiUUm^  by  JoMphine  £.  Butlar  (1869). 
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ooltiyated  land  wide  districts,  like  the  rich  valley  of  the  Till,  which 
before  tlie  period  of  war  prices  were  wildernesses  of  underwood. 

Between  1813  and  the  accession  of  Queen  Victoria  falls  one  of  tlie 
blackest  periods  of  English  farming.  Prosperity  no  longer  stimu- 
lated progress.  Except  in  a  few  districts,  falling  prices,  dwindling 
rents,  vanishing  profits  did  not  even  rouse  the  energy  of  despair. 
The  growing  demoralisation  of  both  employers  and  employed,  which 
resulted  firom  tlie  administration  of  the  Poor  Law,  crushed  the 
spirit  of  agriculturists.  *'  Many  horses  die  while  the  grass  is  grow- 
ing." The  men  who  survived  the  struggle  were  rarely  the  old 
owners  or  the  old  occupiers.  They  were  rather  their  fortunate 
successors  who  entered  on  the  business  of  land-cultivation  on  more 
favourable  terms.  Prices  had  begun  to  fall  with  the  abundant 
harvest  of  1813.  The  suddenness  of  the  decline  is  illustrated  from 
the  contracts  made  on  behalf  of  the  Royal  Navy.  At  Portsmoutli 
in  January,  1813,  the  price  paid  for  wheat  was  1238.  lOd.,  in  Novem- 
ber, 67s.  lOd.  In  February,  1813,  at  Deptford,  flour  was  contracted 
for  at  lOOs.  3d.  per  sack,  in  November,  at  66s.^  This  rapid  fall 
could  not  at  that  time  have  been  due  to  any  prospect  of  peace. 
It  was  rather  due  to  over-production,  which  the  House  of  Commons 
Committee  on  the  Com  Trade  (1814)  found  to  have  increased  within 
tile  last  ten  years  by  a  fourth.  Besides  English  com,  Scottish  and 
Irish  com  were  in  the  market.  Since  1806  Irish  grain  had  been 
admitted  into  the  country  free,  and  it  poured  into  the  western 
counties  in  considerable  quantities.  Deficient  harvests  in  180^10- 
11-12  had  concealed  the  potential  yield  of  the  increased  area  under 
com ;  its  full  productive  power  stood  revealed  by  the  favourable 
season  of  1813.  The  two  following  harvests,  1814  and  1815,  were 
not  above  the  average ;  but  prices  of  wheat  dropped  to  74s.  4d. 
and  66s.  7d.  per  quarter  respectively.  As  compared  with  1812, 
the  actual  receipts  of  farmers  diminished  by  one  hundred  millions, 
and  the  value  of  the  farming  stock  was  reduced  by  nearly  one- 
half.    The  evidence  of  widespread  distress  is  ample.*    But  it  is 

^  Speech  of  Chcta.  O,  Western,  M»P.,  an  moving  thai  the  House  should  resohe 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to  take  into  Consideration  the  Dis- 
tressed State  of  the  Agriculture  of  the  United  Kingdom,  March  7,  1816  {Pamph- 
leteer, vol.  viL  p.  508). 

*  E.g.  1.  A  Review  of  the  present  Ruined  Condition  of  the  Landed  and  Agri- 
outturol  Interests,  etc,,  by  R.  Preston,  M.P.  (1813). 

2.  Letters  on  the  Distressed  State  of  Agriculturists,  by  R.  Brown  (1816). 

3.  Further  OhservaHons  on  the  State  of  the  Nation,  etc,  by  R.  Preston,  M.P. 
(1816). 
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improbable  that  its  extent  was  understated.  Agricnltural  witnesses 
and  writers  were  anxious,  not  only  to  prevent  any  relaxation  of  tike 
Com  Laws,  but,  if  possible,  to  increase  their  stringency.  The 
depression,  therefore,  **  lost  nothing  in  the  telling,"  though  its  depth 
and  reality  remain  unquestionable.  Brougham,  speaking  on 
agricultural  distress  in  the  House  of  Commons,  April  9,  1816,  said : 
*'  There  is  one  branch  of  the  argument  which  I  shall  pass  over 
altogether,  I  mean  the  amoufU  of  the  distresses  which  are  now 
universaUy  admitted  to  prevail  over  almost  every  part  of  the  Empire. 
Ux>on  this  topic  all  men  are  agreed  ;  the  statements  oonc^ning  it 
are  as  unquestionable  as  tliey  are  afficting  .  .  .  and  the  petition 
from  Cambridgeshire  presented  at  an  early  part  of  this  evening,  has 
laid  before  yon  a  fact,  to  which  all  the  former  expositions  of  distress 
afforded  no  parallel,  that  in  one  parish,  every  proprietor  and  tenant 
being  ruined  with  a  single  exception,  the  whole  poor-rates  of  the 
parish,  thus  wholly  inhabited  by  paupers,  are  now  paid  by  an 
individual  whose  fortune,  once  ample,  is  thus  swept  entirety 
away."  ^ 

With  wheat  standing  at  over  6()s.  a  quarter,  it  ib  difficult  to  realise 
that  the  landed  interests  could  be  distressed,  and  it  might  be  supposed 
that  farmers  had  made  enough  in  prosperous  times  to  tide  over  a 
period  of  depression.    But  though  the  rise  in  prices  had  been  enor- 

4.  On  the  State  of  the  Ommt/ry  in  December  1816,  by  the  Rt.  Hon.  Sir  John 

SindAir  (1816). 
6.  Agricultural  State  of  the  Kingdom  in  February,  March,  and  April,  1816. 

Being  the  Subetanoe  of  the  RepHee  to  a  Circular  Letter  aenl  by  the  Board  of 

Agriculture  (1816). 

6.  An  Inquiry  into  the  Caueee  of  Agricultural  Dietreee,  by  W.  Jacob,  F.R.8. 

(1817). 

7.  Obeervatione  on  the  Present  State  of  Pcmperiem  in  England,  by  the  Ber. 
George  Qlover  (1817). 

8.  SpcMh  of  J,  C.  Cwrwen,  M.P,^  in  the  Houee  of  Oommone  on  May  88th, 

1816,  on  a  Motion  for  a  Committee  to  take  into  Coneideration  the  State  of 
CAe  Poor  LoiM  (1816). 

9.  Two  Lettere  on  ^Present  Situation  of  the  Couniry,  by  A.  H.'RoldswaHh, 
M.P.  (1816). 

10.  Lettere  on  ihe  Present  StaU  of  the  Agricultural  Interest,  by  the  Rev.  Dr. 
Grombie  (1816). 

11.  On  Famine  and  Ote  Poor  Laws,  by  W.  Riehardaon,  D.D.  (1816). 

12.  An  Inquiry  into  Pauperism  and  Poor  Bates,  by  WiIEam  aarkaon  (1816). 

13.  (Hkservations  .  .  .  on  tibe  Condition  of  the  Labouring  Classes,  by  John 
Barton  (1817). 

14.  Inquiry  into  the  Causes  of  the  Progressive  Depreciation  of  Agricultural 
Labour,  by  the  Same  (1820). 

^  "  Speeeh  on  Agrioohoral  DiBireaa."    Speeches  of  Herury,  Lord  Broui^am, 
voLi.  pp.  503-4  (1838). 
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mous,  the  inorease  in  public  burdens  had  more  iban  kept  pace. 
During  the  ten  years  ending  in  1792,  the  average  price  of  wheat  had 
been  478.  per  quarter ;  the  national  expenditure  under  twenty 
millions  a  year ;  the  poor-rate  less  than  If  millions  ;  there  was  also 
no  property  tax.  During  the  ten  years  ending  in  1812,  wheat 
averaged  88s.  a  quarter.  While  wheat  had  thus  not  quite  doubled, 
wages  had  risen  by  two-thirds ;  the  national  expenditure  had 
multiplied  five-fold  ;  tithes  had  increased  by  more  than  a  fourth ; 
a  properly  tax  had  been  imposed  on  owners  and  occupiers  of  land. 
The  poor-rate  had  quadrupled ;  the  county-rate  had  risen  seven- 
fold ;  the  permissive  charge  of  6d.  in  the  pound  for  the  road  material 
of  highways  had  been  of  late  years  habitually  levied.  A  very  large 
proportion  of  this  public  burden  was  borne  by  agriculturists.  Upon 
the  landed  interests  fell  more  than  half  the  new  property  tax,^ 
the  greater  part  of  the  county-,  poor-,  and  highway-rates,  the  war 
duties  on  hops  and  malting  barley,  the  tax  on  agricultural  horses, 
and  an  exceptional  share  of  the  tax  on  leather,  which  swelled  the 
cost  of  every  kind  of  harness  gear.  Thus  l^e  rise  of  the  price  of 
agricultural  produce  was  to  a  great  extent  discounted  by  the  growth 
of  taxation,  and  it  was  the  war,  not  the  Com  Laws,  which  had  given 
agricultural  producers  the  monopoly  of  home  markets. 

In  oth^  respects  circumstances  were  exceptional.  During  the 
war,  the  social  advantages  of  landownership  and  its  apparently 
remunerative  character,  as  well  as  the  large  fortunes  realised  in 
recent  trade,  combined  to  give  land  a  fancy  value.  New  capitalists 
gratified  both  their  ambitions  and  their  speculative  instincts  by 

^The  Property  Tax  for  1814  produced  Grow  £15,325,720,  and  Net 
£14,645,279.     It  was  made  up  thus  : 

Sohed.  A  (lands,  tenements  and  hereditaments)      £4,297,247 

Sohed.  B(ocoapier8ofland)  •         -         -        2,176,228 

Tax  on  houses 1,625,939 

Total £8,099,414 

Sohed.  C,  Funded  property  ....  £3,004,861 
Sohed.  D,  Profits  on  Trades  and  Professions  -  3,021,187 
Sched.  E,  Naval,  military,  and  civil  lists 

together  with  provincial  offices  -         -        1,113,244 

Total -  £7,139,292 

Supplementaiy  accounts,  duties,  penalties,  etc.  87,014 

Total £15,325,720 

This  tax  was  repealed  in  1816.  The  number  of  agricultural  occupiers 
oontiibuting  to  the  property  tax  under  Sohed.  B  was  474,596,  as  against 
152,926  nanossod  under  Sehed.  D. 

X 
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beooming  poichaaecB.  Their  bkldiiigB  f  oroed  eidstiiig  oimen  into 
ruinous  oompetition ;  they  mortgaged  their  anceBtral  acres  to  bay 
up  outlying  properties  or  round  off  their  boundaries.  As  much  as 
forty-five  years'  purchase  was  given  for  purely  agrioultnrai  land. 
The  same  spirit  of  competition  prompted  farmers  to  offer  extravagant 
rents  for  land.  Farms  were  put  up  to  auction,  and  the  tenancy  fell 
to  the  highest  bidder.  The  more  prudent  had  left  busmees  in  1806. 
Many  of  the  new  men  entered  on  their  holdings  with  inBufWoient  or 
borrowed  capital.  Money  was  stiU  made  in  farming  ;  but,  instead 
of  belDg  realised,  it  was  put  back  into  the  land,  where,  so  long  as 
prices  rose,  or  were  even  maintained,  it  proved  a  profitable  invest- 
ment. Among  all  classes,  including  landowners  and  farmers,  a 
higher  standard  of  living  prevailed.  Country  mansions  had  been 
built,  rebuilt,  or  enlarged,  and  costly  improvements  effected  in  the 
equipment  of  farms,— often  by  means  of  loans ;  heavy  jointures 
and  portions  had  been  charged  on  estates ;  farmers  and  their  wives 
had  either  altered  tlieir  simpler  habits,  or  brought  with  them  into 
their  new  business  more  luxurious  modes  of  life.  The  whole  fabric 
rested  on  the  continuance  of  the  war-prices.  When  these  b^gan  to 
fall,  the  crash  came.  Profits  were  reduced  by  a  half;  burdens 
remained  the  same.  Tenants-at-will  could  at  least  quit  their  hold- 
ings. But  tenants  occupying  under  long  leasee  found  themselves 
in  a  difficult  position.  Landlords  could  not  meet  their  liabilities, 
unless  their  rents  were  maintained ;  without  reductions  of  rent,  the 
bankruptcy  of  their  tenants  seemed  inevitable. 

In  the  period  1814-16  the  agricultural  industry  passed  suddenly 
from  prosperity  to  extreme  depression.  At  first  farmers  met  their 
engagements  out  of  capital.  When  that  was  exhausted,  their  only 
resource  was  to  sell  tlieir  com  as  soon  as  it  was  threshed,  or  their 
stock,  for  what  it  would  fetch.  The  great  quantity  of  grain  thus 
thrown  on  the  market  in  a  limited  time  lowered  prices  for  producers, 
and  the  subsequent  advance,  which  benefited  only  the  deal^s, 
suggested  to  landlords  that  no  reductions  of  rent  were  necessary. 
Farms  were  thrown  up ;  notices  to  quit  poured  in ;  numbers  of 
tenants  absconded.  Large  tracts  of  land  were  untenanted  and 
often  uncultivated.  In  1815  three  thousand  acres  in  a  small  district 
of  Huntingdonshire  were  abandoned,  and  nineteen  farms  in  the  Isle 
of  Ely  were  without  tenants.  Bankers  pressed  for  their  advances, 
landlords  for  tlieir  rents,  tithe-owners  for  their  tithe,  tax-coUectois 
for  their  taxes,  tradesmen  for  their  bills.    InsolvencieB,  composi- 
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tions,  executiona,  seizures,  arrests  and  impiisonments  for  debt 
multiplied.  Farmhouses  were  full  of  sheriflfs'  officers.  Many  large 
farmers  lost  everything,  and  became  appUcants  for  pauper  allowances. 
Even  in  Norfolk  the  number  of  writs  and  executions  rose  from  636 
in  1814  to  844  in  1815  ;  in  Suffolk  from  430  to  850 ;  in  Worcester 
from  640  to  890.  In  the  Isle  of  Ely  the  number  of  arrests  and 
executions  increased  from  57  in  1812-13  to  263  in  1814-15.  In  tlie 
same  district  several  farmers  failed  for  an  aggregate  sum  of  £72,500, 
and  the  creditors  in  hardly  any  instance  received  a  dividend. 
Between  1815  and  1820, 52  farmers,  cultivating  between  them  24,000 
acres,  failed  in  Dorsetshire.  Agricultural  improvements  were  at 
a  stand-still.  live-stock  was  reduced  to  a  minimum.  Lime-kilns 
ceased  to  bum  ;  less  manure  was  used  on  the  land  ;  the  least  possible 
amount  of  labour  was  employed.  The  tradesmen,  innkeepers,  and 
shopkeepers  of  country  towns  suffered  heavily  by  the  loss  of  custom. 
Blacksmiths,  wheelwrights,  collar  makers,  harness  makers,  carpenters, 
found  no  work.  At  first  the  depression  had  been  chiefly  felt  in 
corn-growing  districts,  especially  on  heavy  land.  But  by  1816  it 
had  spread  to  mixed  and  grass  farms.  In  that  year,  bad  seasons 
created  a  temporary  scarcity ;  the  rise  of  wheat  to  the  old  prices 
aggravated  nurad  distress  without  helping  any  persons  except  dealers, 
and  the  wealthier  farmers  who  could  afford  to  wait ;  the  potato 
crop,  which  had  recently  become  important  in  England,  failed ; 
perpetual  floods  in  the  spring  and  summer  were  succeeded  by  a 
winter  of  such  unusual  severity,  that  the  loss  of  sheep  in  the  North 
was  enormous.  Landlords,  whose  land  was  thrown  ux>on  their 
hands,  or  who  had  laid  charges  on  their  estates,  found  themselves 
confronted  with  ruin.  The  alternative  was  hard.  If  the  mortgagee 
foreclosed,  the  estate  sold  for  a  sum  which  barely  recouped  the 
charges.  Pteston,^  in  1816,  states  that  "  in  Norfolk  alone  landed 
property  to  the  value  of  one  million  and  a  half  is  on  sale,  without 
buyers  for  want  of  money.''  One  property,  for  which  **  £140,000 
was  offered  two  years  ago,  is  now  on  sale  at  £80,000."  In  a  second 
pamphlet '  he  states  that  *'  some  of  the  best  estates  of  the  kingdom 
are  selling  at  a  depreciation  of  £60  per  cent.  One  of  the  finest  grass 
farms  in  Somersetshire  sold  lately  at  10  years  purchase."    "  There 

^  Review  of  the  PreeetU  Rui/ned  CondiUon  of  the  Agriajdiitmil  and  Landed 
ItUereetSf  by  Richard  Prestos,  M.P.  (1816),  {Pamphleteer^  voL  vii.  pp.  149, 
167). 

*  Further  Obeervatione  on  the  State  of  the  Nation  (1816),  (Pamphleteer,  vol 
ix.  p.  127.) 
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are  now  estates,"  says  Glover,^  "  in  the  most  fertile  parts  of  England, 
nay  even  within  60  miles  of  London,  which  are  an  absolute  loss 
to  the  possessor."  The  natural  reluctanoe  of  landlords  to  lower 
rents  may  have  involved  tenants  in  their  fall ;  but  by  1816 
they  are  stated  to  have  lost  9  millions  a  year  by  rent  reductions 
alone.* 

For  the  next  twenty  years  the  same  reo(»d  of  depression  is  con- 
tinued. The  attention  of  Parliament  was  continually  called  to 
the  distress  of  tlie  landed  interests.  Petitions  covered  the  table  of 
the  House ;  innumerable  pamphlets  and  letters  demanded  remunera- 
ting prices  for  agricultural  produce.  Some  exaggeration  there 
probably  was,  for  tlie  struggle  of  Free  Trade  against  Protection  had 
b^gun.  But  the  account  which  has  been  given  of  farming  conditioos 
in  the  years  1814-16  was  substantiaUy  confirmed  by  numerous 
witnesses  who  gave  evidence  on  the  continuance  of  tlie  distress 
before,  a  series  of  Select  Committees  in  1820,  1821,  1822,  1833,  and 
1836.  Rural  conditions  were  deplorable.  Even  as  late  as  1833,  it 
was  stated  that,  in  spite  of  rent  reductions,  which  in  Sussex  amounted 
to  63  per  cent.,  there  was  scarcely  a  solveqt  tenant  in  tlie  Wealds  of 
Sussex  and  Kent,  and  that  many  farmers,  having  lost  all  tliey  had, 
were  working  on  the  roads.  Violent  fluctuations  in  prices  con- 
tinued to  overthrow  all  calculations ;  the  wheat  area  alternately 
expanded  and  contracted ;  the  sliding  scale  of  1829,  soon  exploited 
for  their  own  profit  by  foreign  importers,  only  increased  the  specu- 
lative character  of  the  agricultural  industry.  On  heavy  days  less 
capital  and  less  labour  were  expended ;    wet  seasons  prevented 


on  the  PreaetU  State  of  Pawperiem  in  England,  by  the  Rev.  G. 
Olover  (PamphlUeert  voL  x.  p.  384). 

'  If  this  statement  is  oorrect,  it  i^prozimately  restored  the  rental  of  land  in 
Great  Britain  to  the  figure  at  which  it  stood  in  1806.  In  that  year  a  sub- 
divinon  for  the  fixst  time  was  made  of  the  classes  of  property  the  income  of 
which  was  assessed  under  Schedule  A  to  the  Property  Tax. 

Annual  Income  from  1806  1814 

1.  Property  from  Lands   ....  £29,884,484  £39,406,705 

2.  Property  from  Houses .  11,913^513  16,259,399 

3.  Amount  of  Tithes         ....  2,012,064  2,732,898 

4.  Profits  from  Manors     ....  43,521  71,672 

5.  Fines  on  Leases 72,502  216,646 

6.  Profits  of  Quarries        ....  32,456  70,378 

7.  Profits  of  Biines 363,853  678,786 

8.  Profits  of  Iron  Works  84,615  647,686 

9.  General  Profits,  etc.      -         -         •         -  477,762  65|260 


£44.834,770  £60,14^390 
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fanners  from  getting  on  the  land,  and  oansed  the  disoontmnanoe 
of  mannre,  exoeeeive  cropping,  and  the  ]mx>overi0hment,  even  tlie 
abandonment,  of  the  heavier  soib.  To  add  to  the  diflSoulties  of 
clay  farmers,  the  rot  of  1830-1,  which  is  described  as  the  most 
disastrous  on  record,  ^*  swept  away  two  million  sheep."  Every- 
where wages  were  lowered  and  men  dismissed.  Work  became 
so  scaroe  that,  in  spite  of  the  fall  of  prices,  starvation  stared  the 
agricultural  labourer  in  the  face.  Distress  bred  discontent,  and 
discontent  disturbances,  which  wero  fostered  by  political  agitation. 
While  the  Luddites  broke  up  machinery,  gangs  of  rural  labourers 
destroyed  threshing  machines,  or  avenged  the  fancied  conspiracy 
of  farmers  by  burning  farm-houses,  stacks,  and  ricks,  or  wrecking 
the  shops  of  butchers  and  bakers.  In  the  riots  of  1830-31,  when 
*'  Swing  "  and  his  proselytes  were  at  work,  agrarian  fires  blazed 
from  Dorsetshire  to  lincolnshiro. 

The  evidence  before  the  Select  Committee  of  1836  shows  that 
prosperity  was  beginning  to  revive.  But  the  long  period  of 
depression  left  its  permanent  mark  on  the  relations  of  landlord 
and  tenant,  as  well  as  on  the  conditi(»is  of  rural  society.  It  was 
not  merely  that  progress  had  been  lost,  or  that  much  of  the  land 
was  impoverished,  or  that  farm  buildings  fell  into  ruinous  con- 
dition. A  great  expendituro  was  needed  to  reorganise  the  industry, 
and  it  was  the  owner  of  the  land  who  found  the  money.  Necessity 
compelled  landed  proprietors  to  realise  their  position.  Tenants 
had  little  capital  left;  they  wero  also  moro  cautious  of  risks. 
Recent  experience  had  created  a  profound  distrust  of  long  leases. 
Without  security  of  tenuro  for  a  prolonged  term  of  years,  no  man 
of  ordinary  prudence  would  make  an  outlay  on  the  costly  works 
which  his  predecessors  had  eagerly  undertaken.  It  was  now  that 
the  distinction  becomes  clearly  marked  between  landlord's  and 
tenant's  improvements.  Even  in  the  latter  class,  it  was  already 
evident  that,  whero  the  benefits  wero  not  exhausted  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  tenancy,  compensation  was  payable,  and  that  local 
customs  afforded  insufficient  protection.  On  these  new  lines  agri- 
culture once  moro  b^an  to  advance.  At  the  accession  of  Queen 
Victoria  the  worst  of  the  crisis  was  over.  Bents  had  been  adjusted 
to  changed  conditions.  The  industry  had  been  roUeved  from  some 
of  the  exceptional  taxation.  The  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836 
had  romoved  a  great  obstacle  to  progress.  The  new  Poor  Law  of 
1834  reduced  the  burden  of  the  rates,  and  began  to  re-establish  the 
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aelf-reBpeot  of  the  laboiiier.^  The  rapid  growth  of  the  maao&c- 
turiiig  population  not  only  oieated  an  increasing  demand  for 
agricultaral  produce,  but  relieved  the  glut  of  the  labour-market. 

To  small  freeholders,  whether  gentry,  yeoman-farmers,  or 
peasant  proprietors,  the  Napoleonic  war,  with  its  crushing  load  of 
taxation  and  subsequent  collapse  of  prices,  had  been  fatal.  The 
evidence  before  the  Agricultural  Committee  of  1833  proves  that 
some  still  held  their  own  in  every  county.  But  it  was  in  the  first 
thirty  years  of  the  nineteenth  century  that  their  numbers  dwindled 
most  rapidly.  Some  had  consulted  their  pecuniary  interests  by 
selling  their  land  at  fancy  prices,  which  they  took  into  business. 
Others  sold  and  embarked  their  capital  as  tenant-farmers  in  hiring 
larger  areas  of  land,  on  which  they  could  take  fuller  advantage  of 
the  price  of  com.  Those  who  remained  on  their  own  estates  were 
for  the  most  part  ruined.  Many  had  raised  mortgages  to  buy 
more  land,  or  to  improve  their  properties,  or  to  put  their  children 
out  in  the  world.  Prices  fell ;  but  the  private  debt,  as  well  as  the 
public  burdens,  remained.  The  struggle  was  brief;  fanning 
deteriorated ;  buildings  fell  out  of  repair ;  creditors  pressed ; 
finally  the  estate  was  sold.  Even  where  land  was  free  from  charges, 
owners  could  not  stand  up  against  the  burden  of  poor-rates,  which 
was  most  crushing  to  those  who  employed  no  labour  but  their  own. 
"  That  respectable  class  of  English  yeomanry,"  writes  Olover  *  in 
1817,  "  whose  fathers  from  generation  to  generation  have  lived  on 
the  same  spot  and  cultivated  the  same  farms  are  now  rapidly 
dwindling  into  poverty  and  decay,  sinking  themselves  into  the 
class  of  paupers."  The  purchasers  were  not  men  of  their  own 
class.  After  1812  small  capitalists  no  longer  invested  their  savings 
in  land.  Their  place  as  buyers  was  taken  by  large  landowners  or 
successful  traders.  In  Yorkshire  the  number  of  small  proprietors 
was  dwindling  ;  formerly,  if  one  freeholder  went,  another  took  his 
place ;  but  this  had  now  ceased  to  be  the  case.  The  same  report 
is  made  of  Shropshire,  Worcestershire,  and  Wiltshire.  In  Kent 
and  Somersetshire  it  is  stated  that,  though  many  freeholders 
retained  their  land,  it  was  only  by  the  practice  of  the  most  rigorous 
self-denial  and  by  entirely  ceasing  to  employ  labour.    Throughout 

*  In  1837  the  expenditure  dropped  to  the  lowest  point  as  yet  recorded  in  the 
century,  £4,044,741. 

'  ObservaHona  on  the  Present  State  of  Pauperism,  etc.  {Pamphleteer,  voL  x. 
p.  385). 


S. 
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the  country,  it  is  evident  that  most  of  the  small  landowners,  who, 
in  addition  to  taxes  and  rates,  had  to  pay  annuities  or  interest  on 
mortgages,  were  forced  to  sell  their  properties.  Everywhere  large 
estates  were  built  up  on  the  ruin  of  small  proprietors. 
P%orally,  if  not  materially,  no  class  suffered  more  from  the  pro- 
longed period  of  depression  than  agricultural  labourers.  They 
had  bitter  reason  to  deplore  the  shortsighted  humanity  which  in 
the  last  twenty  years  of  the  eighteenth  century  had  swept  away 
the  old  barriers  against  pauperism.^  Where  Gilbert's  Act  had  been 
adopted,  every  man  was  now  secure  of  employment  from  the 
parish  or,  in  any  case,  of  maintenance.  In  every  parish,  also, 
outdoor  relief  for  the  able-bodied  poor  was  now  compulsory  on  the 
overseers.  Already  in  some  districts  men  out  of  regular  work 
were  ''  on  the  Bounds,"  offering  their  labour  from  house  to  house, 
paid,  if  employed,  partly  by  the  householder,  partly  by  the  parish, 
and  if  unemployed,  wholly  by  the  parish.  Even  men  in  full  employ- 
ment were  drawn  within  the  net.  When  in  1705-6  the  price  of 
provisions  rose  to  famine  height,  wages  were  supplemented  by 
allowances  from  the  rates.  A  scale  of  these  allowances  was  pro- 
claimed by  the  Berkshire  magistrates,  proportioned  to  the  price 
of  bread  and  the  size  of  families.  From  the  wages  of  the  unmarried 
labourer,  which  were  zero,  the  scale  ascended,  varying  with  fluctua- 
tions in  the  cost  of  the  quartern  loaf  and  the  number  of  the  children 
of  the  married  labourer.  Similar  scales  of  allowances  were  adopted 
in  many  other  counties.  Thus  able-bodied  men,  whether  in  or  out 
of  work,  became  dependent  on  the  rates.  That,  from  the  first, 
these  allowances  delayed  the  natural  rise  of  wages,  lowered  earnings 
by  making  the  needs  of  unmarried  men  the  most  important  factor, 
and  encouraged  improvident  marriages,  is  certain.  But  these  evils 
were  held  in  check  till  1813.  So  long  as  the  war  and  the  high  prices 
continued,  the  demand  for  labour  was  brisk ;  distress  wcus  prac- 
tically confined  to  those  who  suffered  from  enclosures,  or  from  the 
decline  of  local  industries  other  than  the  cultivation  of  the  land. 
Agricultural  wages  rose  substantially ;  employment  increased  owing 
to  the  extension  of  tillage ;  even  the  high  prices  of  provisions  affected 
labourers  less  than  might  have  been  expected,  since  the  provisions, 
in  several  parts  of  the  country,  were  supplied  to  them  at  a  lower 
cost  than  the  market  rates.  Except  for  winter  unemployment  the 
allowance  system  was  sparingly  used.    But  during  the  depression 

^  See  Appendix  II.     The  Poor  Law. 
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farmen  wcce  drivon  to  eoonomise  in  their  laboor  hOb.  Wages 
were  greatly  rednoed  or  evan  ceased  altogether.  The  replies  to 
the  CSroolar  Letter  ci  the  Board  of  Agricoltore  insist  on  the  deplor- 
able soareity  of  empioynient.  Pteston^  speaks  of  the  daily 
increase  in  the  niunber  of  panpets,  and  of  *^a  large  part  of  the 
community  ...  in  want  of  employment  though  willing  to  labour.** 
^*  At  no  period  in  the  memoiy  ci  man/*  writes  Jacob  *  "  has  there 
been  so  great  a  portion  of  indnstrioas  agricnltmul  laboorerB 
absolutely  destitate  as  at  the  present  moment."  It  was  now  that 
the  Poor  Law  was  most  pemioioasly  relaxed ;  now  also  that  the 
demoralising  system  of  allowances  became  the  most  conspicaoos 
feature  in  itB  administration. 

Tbe  inmiediate  efEects  ci  the  depressed  condition  of  agiicaltiiie 
was  a  great  reduction  in  the  rates  of  wages,  and  in  the  demand  for 
permanent  labour.  Unless  the  fanner  could  lessen  his  costs  of 
production,  he  was  rapidly  sinking  into  bankruptcy.  The  Poor 
Law,  as  it  was  administered  in  1813-34,  in  two  ways  came  to  his 
assistance.  It  enabled  him  to  reduce  wages  to  the  lowest  possiUe 
point,  because  it  made  good  the  deficiency  out  of  allowances  from 
the  rates.  Men  discharged  as  suponumeraries  were  taken  on  again 
as  soon  as  they  were  on  the  poor-book.  It  also  ]Hovided  him  with 
an  inexhaustible  supply  of  cheap  and  temporary  labour.  Bound 
to  defray  the  whole  cost  of  maintaining  the  able-bodied  poor,  the 
parish  gladly  accepted  any  payment,  however  small,  in  part  relief 
ci  their  liability.  It  became  almost  impossible  for  a  farmer  to 
keep  a  man  in  permanent  employment  at  reasonable  wages.  If 
he  did,  he  was  only  saving  the  rates  for  neighbours,  who  put  their 
hands  into  his  pockets  to  pay  their  labour  bills.  Sometimes  the 
ratepayers  in  the  parish  arranged  amcmg  themselves  to  employ 
and  pay  a  number  of  men  proportionate  to  the  rateable  value  of 
their  property.  Sometimes  the  parish  agreed  with  employers  to 
sell  the  labour  of  so  many  paupers  at  a  given  sum,  and  paid  the 
men  the  difference  between  the  agreed  price  and  the  scale  allowance 
awarded  to  them  according  to  the  cost  of  bread  and  the  number 
of  their  children.  Sometimes  the  paupers  were  paraded  by  the 
overseers  on  a  Monday  morning,  and  the  week's  labour  of  each 

1  Review  of  Ae  FrteetU  Bmned  CandHitm^  dc,  by  R.  Ftarton,  ILP.  (1S16), 
{PampkUieerf  voL  viL  p.  129). 

*  Inqmtry  itUo  the  Ctnteee  of  the  AgrieyUund  Dieireee,  by  W.  Jacob*  F.R.8. 
(1817),  {Pamphleteer,  vol  z.  p.  411). 
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individual  was  offered  at  auction  to  the  highest  bidder.  Sometimes 
the  parish  contracted  for  the  execution  of  a  piece  of  work  at  a  given 
sum,  and  performed  it  by  pauper  labour,  paying  the  men  according 
to  the  allowance  scale.  If  men  were  still  unemployed,  they  were 
formed  into  gangs  under  overseers,  occupied  in  more  or  less  unpro- 
ductive work ;  it  was  among  these  men  that  the  riots  of  1830-1 
are  said  to  have  originated.^ 

Against  the  mass  of  subeddised  labour,  free  labourers  could  not 
hope  to  compete.  It  was  so  cheap  that  men  who  tried  to  retain 
their  independence  were  undersold.  Those  who  had  saved  money 
or  bought  a  cottage,  could  not  be  placed  on  the  poor-book ;  they 
were  obliged  to  strip  themselves  bare,  and  become  paupers,  before 
they  could  get  employment.  Every  agency  that  could  promote 
the  spread  of  pauperism  seemed  brought  into  play.  The  demoralisa- 
tion gradually  extended  from  the  southern  counties  to  the  North. 
In  the  most  practical  fashion,  labourers  were  taught  the  lessons 
that  improvidence  paid  better  than  thrift ;  that  their  rewards  did 
not  depend  on  their  own  exertions ;  that  sobriety  and  efficiency 
had  no  special  value  above  indolence  and  vice.  All  alike  had  the 
same  right  to  be  maintained  at  the  ratepayers'  cost.  P^denoe 
and  self-restraint  were  penalised.  He  careful  were  unemployed, 
the  careless  supported  by  the  parish ;  the  more  recklessly  a  man 
married  and  begot  children,  the  greater  his  share  of  the  comforts 
of  life.  The  effect  was  seen  in  the  rapid  growth  of  population. 
Among  unmarried  women  morality  was  discouraged,  and  un- 
chastity  subsidised.  The  more  illegitimate  children,  the  larger  the 
allowance  from  the  parish ;  at  Swaffham  a  woman  with  five  illegi- 
timate children  was  in  receipt  of  18s.  a  week.  The  demoralisation 
was  so  complete  that  it  threatened  to  overthrow  the  whole  social 
fabric.  Voluntary  pauperism  became  a  profession,  and  a  paying 
one.  Recipients  considered  themselves  as  much  entitled  to  parish 
allowances  as  they  would  have  been  to  wages  that  they  had  earned 
by  their  industry.  A  generation  was  springing  up  which  knew 
no  source  of  income  but  poor  relief.  When  once  the  spirit  of 
independence  and  self-respect  was  numbed,  and  the  instincts  of 
pckrental  responsibility  and  filial  obligation  were  weakened,  a 
pauper's  life,  with  its  security  of  subsistence,  its  light  labour,  its 
opportunities  of  idleness,  had  attractions  for  the  vicious  and  easy- 

*  For  th^ee  varieties  of  the  Labour  Rate,  the  RouncUmen  and  Parish  Em- 
plo3rment,  see  the  Report  on  the  Poor  Laws  (1834),  pp.  42,  31-32,  36. 
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going.  Riots  were  not  always  protests  against  the  existing  system  ; 
they  were  sometimes  means  of  enforcing  its  continuanoe,  and 
parochial  allowances  were  maintained  by  the  establishment  of  a 
reign  of  terror,  by  threats,  violence,  and  incendiarism.^ 

Rural  conditions  were  fast  becoming  intolerable.  Fortunately, 
there  still  remained  a  leaven  of  agricultural  labourers  who  resented 
pauper  dependence  as  a  curse  and  a  disgrace.  Fortunately,  many 
farmers  were  learning  by  experience  that  cheap  labour  was  bad 
labour,  and  that  quantity  was  no  efficient  substitute  for  quality. 
Fortunately,  also,  there  were  districts  which  a  wiser  administration 
of  the  Poor  Law  had  rescued  from  the  general  demoralisation.  In 
four  parishes,  SouthweU,  Bingham,  Uley,  and  Llangattock,  the 
principle  had  been  adopted,  with  marked  success,  of  refusing  relief 
to  the  able-bodied,  except  in  well-regulated  workhouses.  Some 
sixty  others  had  been  practically  depauperised  {e,g.  Welwyn,  Leck- 
hampstead,  and  Carlisle)  by  stopping  allowances,  and  exacting 
hard  work,  at  low  pay,  under  strict  supervision,  as  a  condition  of 
parish  relief.  On  the  other  hand,  the  parish  of  Cholesbury  in 
Buckinghamshire  afforded  the  typical  illustration  of  the  extreme 
consequences  to  which  the  existing  system  was  necessarily  leading. 
Out  of  98  persons,  who  had  a  settlement  in  the  parish,  64  were  in 
receipt  of  poor  relief,  and  the  rates  exceeded  248.  in  the  pound.^ 
Only  16  acres  remained  in  cultivation.  When  able-bodied  paupers 
were  offered  land,  they  refused  it  on  the  ground  that  they  preferred 
their  present  position.  The  parish  was  only  able  to  exist  by  means 
of  rates-in-aid  levied  on  other  parishes  in  the  hundred.  Similar 
conditions  prevailed  elsewhere.  It  was  evident  that  the  fund 
from  which  the  rates  were  provided  must  become  exhausted. 
Rents  were  already  disappearing.  The  Poor  Law  had  destroyed 
the  confidence  of  tenants,  deteriorated  the  moral  character  of  the 
labourer,  forced  large  areas  out  of  cultivation,  driven  capital  to 
seek  mreetment  everywhere  but  in  land.  A  drastic  remedy  was 
needed.  In  1832  a  Commission  of  Inquiry  was  appointed  to  examine 
into  existing  conditions,  and  suggest  the  lines  of  legislative  reform. 

On  the  recommendations  of  this  Commission  was  based  the  Act 
of  1834  ''  for  the  Amendment  and  better  Administration  of  the 
Laws  relative  to  the  Poor  in  England  and  Wales."  A  central 
authority  was  constituted  to  regulate  local  administration.    The 

^  ExtrncU  from  the  Informatum  received  by  H,M,  CommiMioners  cu  to  , ,  .the 
Poor  Lawa  (1833),  p.  3. 
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orders  issaed  by  the  new  aathority  prooeeded  on  the  main  principle 
of  restoring  the  old  Poor  Law,  without  the  relaxations  which  the 
legislation  and  practice  of  George  III.  had  introduced.  The 
workhouse  test  for  the  able-bodied  was  revived.  If  a  man  chose 
to  depend  for  subsistence  on  the  parish  rates,  instead  of  on  his 
own  resources,  he  was  obliged  to  enter  the  workhouse  and  submit 
to  its  regulations.  Out-door  relief  for  the  able-bodied  was  dis- 
couraged, and  allowances  in  aid  of  wages  were  prohibited.  At  the 
same  time  the  laws  of  settlement  were  modified,  in  order  that 
labour  might  become  more  mobile  and  more  easily  transferable  in 
obedience  to  the  laws  of  demand  and  supply.  The  effect  of  these 
and  other  changes  wcus  soon  manifest.  Expenditure  upon  poor 
reHef  feU  from  £7,036,968  in  1832  to  £4,044,741  in  1837.  Wages 
rose,  though  for  many  years  they  remained  miserably  low.  Land- 
owners again  poured  their  capital  into  the  land ;  farmers  regaiaed 
confidence  ;  agricultural  prepress  wcus  resumed.  The  evidence  laid 
before  the  Select  Committee  of  1836  proves  that  signs  of  returning 
prosperity  were  beginning  to  appear,  and  that  the  distress  was  now 
practically  confined  to  clay  land. 


CHAPTER  XVI. 
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The  ineid«noe  of  tithes  onder  the  old  law ;  the  hietorioel  origin  of  tithes ; 
•  free-will  offering;  a  eustomary  peymeat;  the  appeal  to  oonscieQee; 
eoeleeiaetleal  peoaltiee  for  non-payment ;  a  legal  liability :  tithes  as 
paroehial  endowments ;  the  Reifannation  ;  the  eolleetion  of  tithes  in 
kind  unpopalar,  and  expensiTe  to  tithe-ownefs ;  snbstituted  fotms  of 
payment ;  the  Tithe  Oommntation  Aet  of  1836 ;  its  objeot  and  maehineiy. 

A  SBBIOV8  obstacle  to  the  progroao  or  reoovery  of  agricnltiiie  was 
presented  by  the  incidence  of  tithe  npon  the  produce  of  the  land. 
Tithe^wnen  were  sleeping  partners  in  the  caltivatian  of  the  soil. 
They  contributed  neither  capital  nor  labour  to  the  enterprise  of  the 
farm ;  they  risked  nothing  in  the  Tentore.  But  they  shared  the 
profits  derived  from  increased  prodoctiyimesB.  While  agticnltaie 
remained  stationary,  the  burden  was  light.  As  soon  as  farming 
began  to  advance,  and  to  demand  a  greater  outlay,  the  grievance 
was  acutely  felt.  In  times  of  prosperity  the  incidence  on  produce 
discouraged  improvement.  In  days  of  adversity,  when  every  penny 
was  important  to  struggling  agriculturists,  it  retarded  recovery. 

Since  the  Tithe  Oommutation  Act  ci  1836,  much  of  the  ancient 
law  of  tithes  has  retained  only  an  antiquarian  interest.  But  the 
long  history  of  the  payment  has  left  an  indelible  mai^  on  rural  life. 

Historically,  tithes  were  a  tenth  part,  taken  yearly,  of  all  produce 
of  the  land,  of  the  stock  nourished  upon  the  land,  and  of  the  clear 
profits  of  the  personal  industry  of  tradesmen,  artificers,  miners, 
and  fishermen.  In  other  words,  tithes  were,  as  lawyers  distinguished 
them  by  their  sources,  predial,  mixed,  or  personal.  Predial  tithes 
were  derived  directly  from  the  soil,  such  as  com,  hay,  beans,  peas, 
turnips,  hemp,  flax,  saffron,  rushes,  fruits,  and  wood  of  various 
kinds.  Mixed  tithes  arose  from  the  increase  or  produce  of  animals 
maintained  by  the  fruits  of  the  earth,  as  of  cattle,  sheep,  pigs, 
poultry  or  their  ^ggs,  wool,  milk  or  cheese.    Personal  tithes  <m  the 
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dear  gain  of  the  labour  of  man  had  early  fallal  into  disuse.  Manu- 
facturers were  never  liable  for  the  payment,  which  only  survived  in 
such  fonns  as  a  tenth  of  the  fisherman's  catch,  or  a  tenth  of  the 
miller's  clear  profits  on  meal  ground  in  all  but  ancient  mills. 
Another  classification,  distinguished  between  great  and  small  tithes 
according  to  the  nature  of  ihe  produce  on  which  they  fell.  Thus 
great  or  rectorial  tithes  included  com,  beans,  peas,  hay,  and  wood  ; 
all  the  other  predial  tithes,  together  with  all  mixed  tithes,  were 
small  or  vicarial. 

The  legal  obligation  to  pay  tithes,  as  distinct  from  the  older  moral 
duty  of  giving  them,  dates  back  to  a  remote  period  of  history.  No 
real  dispute  arises  respecting  their  origin,  until  the  point  is  reached 
where  the  offering  passed  from  a  free-will  gift  into  a  liability  enforced 
by  legal  penalties.  From  the  fourth  century  onwards,  throughout 
the  Christian  world,  the  practice  of  dedicating  fractional  parts  of 
produce  to  religious  objects  was  recognised  by  the  faithful  as  a  moral 
duty.  As  a  matter  of  conscience,  the  gift  was  enjoined  by  Councils 
of  the  Western  Church,  and  enforced  by  appeals  to  the  rewards 
and  punishments  of  religion.  Thus  the  practice  gradually  acquired 
something  of  the  binding  force  of  custom.  The  final  stage  was 
reached  when  the  State  recognised  as  a  civil  duty  the  religious 
practice  of  giving  tithes,  and  compelled  payment,  not  by  appeals  to 
conscience,  nor  even  by  spiritual  penalties,  but  by  temporal  sanctions. 
This  last  step,  by  which  tithes  passed  from  moral  obligations  into 
legal  liabilities,  was  taken  at  different  dates  by  the  different  countries 
of  Christian  Europe. 

Before  the  landing  of  Augustine  in  England  (597),  and  before  the 
introduction  of  Christianity  into  this  country,  the  moral  duty  of 
giving  tithes  had  been  enjoined  on  the  Continent  by  at  least  one 
Church  Council.  As  a  matter  of  conscience,  therefore,  the  first 
missionaries  to  Anglo-Sason  England  preached  the  consecration  of 
a  tenth  of  produce  to  the  service  of  God,  and  as  a  religious  custom 
the  practice  was  established  by  their  successors  among  their  Chris- 
tian followers.  The  appeal  was  the  more  forcible  since  it  came 
from  men  who  were  believed  to  hold  the  keys  of  heaven  and  of  hell. 
But  there  were  as  yet  no  divisions  into  parishes,  no  parish  churches, 
no  parochial  clergy,  and  no  parochial  endowments.  The  cathedral, 
monastery,  and ""  mother  church,"  generally  conventual,  of  the  local- 
ity, were  mission  caitres,  from  which  radiated  itinerant  missioneniy 
who  preached  under  rude  crosses  the  rudiments  of  Chiistianity 
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to  the  inhabitants  of  outljdng  distriote.  Into  the  hands  of  the 
Bishop  or  monastic  bodies  were  paid  all  the  offerings  of  the  faithful. 
The  married  clergy,  outside  the  cloister,  ware  slowly  and  with 
difSoulty  obtained.  They  were  for  the  most  part  ignorant,  nncoath 
men,  recruited  from  the  lower  classes  of  native  converts,  entrusted 
only  with  the  humbler  offices  of  the  ministry.  They  taught  the 
Lord's  Prayer  and  the  Apostles'  Creed  in  remote  hamlets,  watohed 
by  the  bedsides  of  dying  penitents,  and  in  special  cases  administered 
the  rites  of  baptism.  It  is  not  strange  that,  on  earth  at  least,  their 
lowly  labours  should  have  been  ignored  or  forgotten.  Very  different 
was  the  fate  of  the  monastic  bodies.  To  them  fell  power,  riches, 
credit.  Kings  were  their  nursing-fathers,  queens  their  nursing] 
mothers  ;  the  wealthy  nobles  vied  with  one  another  in  the  munifi* 
cence  of  their  endowments.  In  comparison  with  existing  civilisation, 
the  monastic  bodies  attained  a  standard  of  wealth,  refinement  and 
culture  which  was  at  least  as  high  as  that  of  later  times.  They  laid 
acre  to  acre,  and  field  to  field.  For  miles  round  their  farms,  bams, 
flocks,  herds,  fish-ponds,  and  dovecotes  dotted  the  country.  They 
entranced  the  senses  by  the  beauty  of  their  architecture,  their 
music,  their  ritual ;  they  commanded  respect  by  their  learning ; 
they  inspired  awe  by  the  austerities  of  tiieir  lives.  They  alone 
could  offer  an  inviolable  resting-place  for  the  dead,  since  there  were 
no  parochial  burial-grounds,  and  they  practically  monopolised 
rights  of  sepulture.  Thus  in  death,  as  well  as  in  life,  they  appealed 
irresistibly  to  the  favour  of  the  world. 

Till  the  closing  period  of  the  Anglo-Saxon  CShurch,  there  were, 
as  has  been  said,  no  resident  parochial  clergy.  Ecclesiastical 
organisation  proceeded  downwards,  not  upwards.  It  was  provincial, 
diocesan,  conventual,  before  it  became  local  and  parochial.  The 
cathedrals  of  the  dioceses  and  the  conventual  churches  of  the 
monasteries  at  first  provided  for  the  religious  wants  of  the  people. 
Yet  the  material  was  ready  for  the  introduction  of  the  parochial 
system.  Townships  suggested  the  necessary  divisions,  and  village 
communities,  on  the  self -sufficing  system  of  these  agrarian  societies, 
had  probably  been  accustomed  to  provide  for  their  pagan  priests. 
From  the  first  the  rulers  of  the  Cburch  felt  the  need  of  continuous 
local  ministrations,  though,  probably,  the  earliest  advances  towards 
a  parochial  system  were  forced  upon  the  country  by  external  causes. 
From  the  ninth  century  onwards  Danish  invasions  struck  a  series 
of  staggering  blows  at  the  monastic  oiganisatimi.    Monasteries 
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were  the  fbrst  objeots  of  the  invaders'  attack ;  their  wealth  and  their 
defenoelessnees  made  them  an  easy,  as  well  as  a  tempting,  prey. 
They  were  sacked,  pillaged,  burned,  and  their  inmates  either  dis- 
persed or  massacred.  To  save  rural  Christianity  from  extinction 
by  a  relapse  into  paganism  it  became  necessary  to  encourage  local 
efforts,  to  favour  the  erection  of  private  chapels,  to  enlarge  the 
powers  of  the  rural  priests  or  chaplains  by  whom  they  were  served, 
even  to  consecrate  cus  burial-grounds  the  precincts  in  which  they 
stood.  Thus  a  permanent  resident  clergy  began  to  grow  up  on 
the  rural  estates  of  great  nobles  in  connection  with  private  chapels 
and  oratories.  With  the  gradual  extension  of  this  local  provision 
for  permanent  religious  ministrations  begins  the  increased  importance 
attached  to  the  payment  of  tithes  as  parochial  endowments. 

Early  documents  confirm  this  explanation  of  the  growth  of 
parochial  tithes.  On  the  one  side,  the  Church,  backed  by  all  her 
supposed  power  over  the  destinies  of  man,  urged  the  consecration 
of  tenths  to  the  service  of  God.  On  the  other  hand,  the  earthly 
influence  of  the  Crown,  sometimes  by  royal  admonitions,  coupled 
with  threats  of  loss  of  favour,  sometimes  by  attesting  and  confirm- 
ing the  decrees  of  synods,  sometimes  even  by  treaties  of  peace  with 
the  Danes,  supported  the  demand  of  the  Church,  and  assisted  in 
making  the  custom  of  paying  tithes  universal.  Under  this  double 
pressure  the  practice  grew.  But  it  was  not  till  944  that  King 
Edmund's  synod  at  London  for  the  first  time  made  non-payment  of 
tithes  an  ecclesiastical  offence  to  be  punished  by  excommunication. 
Henceforward  the  Church  claimed  as  an  ecclesiastical  right  what  she 
had  hitherto  received,  if  at  all,  as  a  free-will  offering.  The  moral 
duty  had  become  a  religious  obligation,  enforced  by  spiritual 
penalties. 

The  payment  of  tithes  was  not  yet  a  legal  liability,  enforced  by 
temporal  sanctions.  Nor  were  tithes,  or  any  part  of  them,  as  yet, 
ecclesiastically  or  legally,  appropriated  as  parochial  endowments. 
But  the  times  were  ripening  for  both  changes.  Voluntary  dedica- 
tions of  free-will  offerings  had  been  acted  upon  by  the  religious 
bodies  to  whom  they  had  been  made.  On  the  faith  of  their  con- 
tinuance cathedrals  had  been  erected  and  a  diocesan  system 
established ;  monasteries  had  been  founded ;  manorial  churches 
had  been  built  and  some  local  provision  made  for  their  service : 
the  dim  outline  of  a  future  parochial  system  could  be  discerned. 
By  these  voluntary  dedications  the  original  donors  had  alienated 


3S6  TITHES 


i  ilii;  kj :;.iTk  ; 


portions  of  their  own  properfty.  If  neither  appeals  to 
nor  threats  of  excommunioation  sufficed  to  obtain  payment,  the 
State  might  not  unreasonably  be  asked  to  enforce  it  as  a  legal 
liability,  either  against  the  original  donors  or  against  their  repre- 
sentatives who  had  inherited  estates  abeady  subject  to  the  dedica- 
tion of  the  consecrated  portion. 

In  the  reign  of  Edgar  the  Peaceful,  during  the  primacy  of  Dunstan, 
the  payment  of  tithes  was  made  a  l^al  liability,  universal  in  its 
application.  At  the  same  time  a  step  was  taken  towards  the 
appropriation  of  a  portion  to  the  maintenance  of  district  churches 
of  a  particular  class.  At  Andover,  in  970,  the  king  and  his  Witen- 
agemot  issued  an  ecclesiastical  ordinance,  which  was  to  all  intents 
and  purposes  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The  ordinance  creates  no  titiies. 
On  the  contrary  it  presupposes  their  exist^ice.  It  regulates  the 
times  when  they  were  to  be  paid,  and  makes  their  payment  a  l^gal 
liability,  enforced  by  a  pecuniary  penalty  and  a  power  of  distraint. 
It  does  not  profess  to  give  them  to  the  clergy.  The  first  article 
ran  as  follows  : — '*  That  God's  churches  be  entitied  to  every  right ; 
and  that  every  tithe  be  rendered  to  the  old  minster,  to  which  the 
district  belongs ;  and  be  then  so  paid,  both  from  a  thane's  inhmd  (t  .6. 
land  granted  in  the  lord's  own  hands),  and  from  ffeneal-land  (t.e. 
land  granted  out  for  services),  so  as  the  plough  traverses  it."  Un- 
doubtedly, the  law  not  only  protects  the  Church  in  the  possession 
of  tithes  already  dedicated,  but  transforms  the  moral  duty,  religious 
custom,  and  ecclesiastical  obligation  into  a  l^al  liability.  A 
reason  is  suggested  by  the  passages  which  regulate  their  division. 
The  general  right  of  tiie  ''  old  minster,"  the  mother  church  of  the 
district — whether  collegiate  or  conventual — ^to  the  local  tithes  was 
recognised.  But  an  exception  was  allowed.  If  any  landowner  had 
built  on  his  private  estate  a  church  with  a  burial-place  attached, 
he  was  to  assign  to  its  support  one-third  of  the  local  tithes.  The 
remaining  two-thirds  were  to  be  paid  to  the  "mother  church." 
If  the  landowner  had  built  on  his  estate  a  church  or  oratory  without 
a  burial-place,  the  local  tithes  went  to  the  ''  mother  church,"  and 
he  might  provide  privately  for  the  priest  of  his  private  chapel.  In 
other  words,  the  old  diocesan  and  monastic  system  still  remained  in 
force ;  but,  side  by  side  with  it,  had  grown  up  manorial  churches, 
providing  "'  shrift  districts "  with  burial-grounds,  and  therefc«e 
Alftinning  gomc  moTC  permanent  support  than  the  caprice  of  the 
builder  or  of  his  suocessois.    They  were  not  yet  pariah  churches ; 
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but  they  were  their  original  type,  and  in  the  private  chapels  or 
''  field  churches  "  of  the  greater  landowners  are  seen  the  germs  of  a 
further  extension  of  a  parochial  system. 

The  law  of  Edgar  remained  unaltered  at  the  Conquest.  Practically 
re^nacted  by  Canute  and  by  Edward  the  Confessor,  it  was  accepted 
by  William  the  Conqueror.  As  years  passed,  district  or  parochial 
churches  were  multiplied  by  their  voluntary  founders  in  various 
parts  of  the  country.  Some  were  built  by  kiogs  or  great  nobles  as 
private  chapels ;  some  by  bishops,  some  by  monastic  houses,  some 
by  landowners,  some  by  freemen  on  the  landowners'  estates. 
Church-building  proceeded  on  no  general  system,  and  without  any 
uniformity  of  date.  There  was  a  gradual  growth  under  varying 
circumstances ;  but  the  people,  acting  through  the  legislature  in  a 
national  capacity,  neither  built,  nor  endowed,  nor  repaired  these 
churches.  As  with  the  buildings,  so  with  the  endowments.  They 
were  gradually  appropriated  to  particular  churches,  in  different 
proportions,  without  either  system  or  uniformity.  No  priest  serving 
a  district  could  enforce  any  claim  to  local  tithes,  except  for  the  third 
which  W€U3  appropriated  only  to  churches  with  burial-grounds. 
Though  the  payment  had  become  a  legal  liability,  the  dedication  of 
tithes  to  particular  parochial  uses  is,  therefore,  still  unexplained. 
Something  more  remained  to  be  done.  The  final  steps  were  taken 
between  the  eleventh  and  thirteenth  centuries. 

The  chief  instrument  by  which  local  endowments  were  secured 
to  parish  churches  was  consecration.  A  founder  desired  to  build  a 
church  on  his  estate,  and  to  have  it  consecrated.  But  the  bishop 
could  refuse  to  consecrate,  unless  proper  provision  was  made  for  its 
maintenance.  Between  the  bishop  and  the  founder,  who  in  building 
the  church  was  a  free  agent,  there  might  be  bargaining.  There 
might  also  be  opposition  from  outside.  The  neighbouring  monastery 
perhaps  resented  the  intrusion  of  a  new  church  and  a  new  priest 
into  the  field  which  it  had  regarded  as  its  own.  But  at  no  stage, 
either  in  the  bargain  or  in  the  opposition,  does  the  national  will 
express  itself.  Throughout,  the  foimder  was  at  first  praoticaUy 
master  of  the  situation.  There  wcus  no  compulsion  on  him  to  build 
a  church  at  all.  If  he  did,  not  only  did  he  himself  nominate  and 
invest  the  priest,  with  or  without  the  consent  of  the  bishop,  but  he 
could  delay  appointing  to  vacancies,  and  thus  leave  the  church 
without  services.  Even  where  local  endowment  had  been  secured 
to  the  parochial  church  at  consecration,  the  system  was  thus  in- 
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complete.  Both  points  were  settled  by  eoclesiastioal  disoiplme  at 
the  close  of  the  twelfth  century.  The  necessity  for  institation  by 
the  bishop  was  established,  and  the  bishop's  right  to  appoint  to 
vacant  benefices,  after  a  certain  period  of  delay,  was  vindicated. 

A  further  step  was  still  required.  The  I^al  liability  for  the 
payment  of  tithes  was  satisfied  if,  with  the  exception  of  the  third 
secured  to  the  parochial  churches  which  possessed  burial-grounds, 
payment  was  made  to  any  ecclesiastical  body.  A  patron  might 
increase  the  pittances  of  the  poor  priests  at  his  door,  or  offer  it  to 
the  collegiate  cathedral,  or  heap  the  grain  in  the  bam  of  a  monastery, 
or  seU  the  tithes  issuing  from  his  estate  to  any  religious  body  that 
he  chose,  or  even,  by  collusion,  store  the  com  in  the  granaries  of 
himself  or  his  lay  friends.  Even  after  the  formation  of  parishes 
had  become  general,  and  after  the  claim  of  parochial  churches  was 
commonly  recognised,  it  was  still  possible,  and  still  usual,  to  grant 
the  local  tithes  to  distant  houses  of  religion.  The  same  causes  were 
at  work  which  in  Anglo-Saxon  times  sacrificed  the  secular  clergy 
to  the  monasteries.  Norman  landlords  preferred  to  assign  their 
tithes  to  monastic  bodies,  with  whom  they  were  more  in  sympathy 
than  with  the  native  priests  ci  rural  districts.  The  increase  of 
monasticism  after  the  Conquest  neoeasarily  alienated  a  large  part 
of  the  local  tithes  which  naturally  would  have  increased  the  local 
provision  for  religious  services.  This  option  cm  the  part  d  land- 
owners is  inconsistent  with  the  theoiy  of  the  endowment  of  parishes 
by  an  exercise  of  the  national  will,  expressed  in  some  gveral  law. 
It  was  not  tiU  the  thirteenth  century,  and  then  not  by  any  statute 
or  Act  of  Parliament,  but  by  the  growth  of  custom,  that  the  land- 
owner's freedom  of  choice  was  limited.  No  doubt  the  growth  of 
the  custom  was  aided  by  the  practice  of  such  specific  dedications 
of  tithes  to  the  parochial  church  as  those  of  Hay  and  Kxhall.  At 
common  law  the  courts  presumed  that  the  parish  church  was 
primei  facie  entitled  to  the  tithes  which  issued  from  the  lands  of  the 
parish.  By  this  presumption  the  burden  of  proof  was  thrown  on 
tithe-payers  or  other  daimants  to  show  that  the  local  tithes  had 
been  either  paid  to  some  collegiate  or  conventual  body  for  so  long 
a  period  as  to  create  a  prescriptive  right,  or  had  been  by  express 
grant  alienated  to  some  other  religious  body. 

It  was  to  custom  that  the  parochial  ckigy  appealed;  other 
claimants  relied  on  immemorial  usage  or  express  grant.  Hub  fact 
is  in  itself  of  extreme  importance.    Had  any  eoaotment  of  the 
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national  assembly  established  the  primd  facie  right  of  the  parochial 
clergy  to  the  tithes  of  the  parish,  they  would  have  relied,  not  on 
custom,  but  on  statute.  If,  as  parochial  endowments,  tithes  were 
statutory  in  their  origin,  we  should  expect  to  find  that  they  commence 
with  the  legislation  by  which  they  are  alleged  to  be  created,  and 
that  the  payment  was  certain  in  practice,  uniform  in  amount, 
identical  in  source.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  endowment  of  parish 
churches  with  tithes  originated  in  a  series  of  voluntary  dedications, 
and  if  the  State  merely  protected  a  property  which  was  none  the 
less  real  because  it  began  as  a  free-will  offering,  we  should  expect 
to  find  that  customary  payments  preceded  any  recorded  legislation, 
and  were  uncertain  in  practice,  varying  in  amount,  irregular  in 
source.  Historical  facts  confirm  the  second  view.  The  voluntary 
payment  of  tithes  in  this  country  preceded,  by  upwards  of  three 
centuries,  parochial  organisation,  as  well  as  both  ecclesiastical  and 
secular  legislation.  The  first  secular  enactment  on  the  subject 
assumes  the  prior  existence  of  the  charge,  and  for  more  than  two 
centuries  afterwards  allows  tithe-payers  a  wide  freedom  in  the 
choice  of  the  religious  body  to  which  payment  was  made.  When 
this  freedom  was  Umi^,  it  was  restricted  not  by  legislation  but 
by  the  growth  of  custom.  Both  in  respect  of  the  persons  to  whom 
tithes  were  due,  and  of  the  produce  on  which  they  were  payable, 
the  practice  was  not  certain,  but  uncertain.  The  amount  paid  was 
varyiDg,  not  uniform.  The  sources  from  which  the  payment  was 
derived,  are  not  identical,  but  irregular.  If,  therefore,  the  State 
endowed  parochial  churches  with  tithes,  all  those  signs,  which 
would  naturally  accompany  such  a  national  act,  are  conspicuously 
absent.  On  the  other  hand,  aU  those  signs,  which  naturally 
indicate  the  legislative  protection  of  customary  practices,  are  con- 
oonspicuously  present. 

The  gradual,  piecemeal,  and  discretionary  endowment  of  parochial 
churches  with  the  tithes  of  the  parish  has  left  its  mark  on  the 
existing  organisation.  It  explains,  for  instance,  as  no  other  assump- 
tion can  explain,  the  freedom  from  the  payment  which  the  *'  Hall," 
"  Court,"  or  *'  Manor  "  farm  frequently  enjoyed  ;  it  lies  at  the  root 
of  the  distinction  between  rectorial  and  vicarial  tithes,  and  between 
ecclesiastical  appropriators  and  lay  impropriators ;  it  suggests  the 
reason  why  land  in  one  parish  should  be  charged  with  tithes  for  the 
benefit  of  the  church  of  another  parish.  Many  of  the  old  anomalies 
in  the  law  of  tithes  have  been  smoothed  into  comparative  uniformity 
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by  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  1836.  But  the  prevJouB  history 
of  the  chai^  renders  it  difScult  to  believe  that  the  nation  ever  by  a 
legislative  action  endowed  parochial  churches  with  the  local  tithes. 

The  Reformation  left  the  parochial  organisation  untouched.  But 
it  made  an  important  change,  which  greatly  embittered  objections  to 
the  payment  of  tithes.  It  alienated  a  considerable  portion  of  the 
tithes  from  religious  uses.  Rectories,  together  with  the  local  tithes, 
might  be,  and  often  had  been,  "  appropriated  "  to  a  monastery  or 
other  religious  corporation,  which  appointed  vicars  to  discharge  the 
religious  duties  attached  to  the  endowment.  Originally  the  stipend 
of  the  vicar  was  arbitrary.  But  gradually  it  was  reoogmsed  that 
the  person  responsible  for  religious  ministrations  in  the  parish  ought 
to  have  some  fixed  deteiminato  means  of  support.  This  was  gener- 
ally made  by  endowing  the  vicarage  with  land,  or  by  aiwigning  to 
it  some  portion  of  the  great  tithes,  or  the  whole  of  the  small  tithes, 
or  by  a  combination  of  all  three  methods.  At  the  Dissolution  of 
the  Monasteries  all  the  rectorial  tithes  in  their  possession,  which 
had  not  been  already  allocated  to  the  support  of  vicarages,  passed 
into  the  hands  of  the  Crown,  and  were  subsequently  granted  out 
by  letters  patent  to  lay  subjects.  These  lay  grantees  were  called 
""  lay  rectors,"  or '"  impropriators,"  in  order  to  distinguish  them  from 
the  original  '*  appropriators,"  who  were  of  necessity  spiritual  persons 
or  ecclesiastical  corporations.  When  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act 
was  passed  in  1836,  and  tithes  of  produce  were  commuted  into  rent- 
chai|^,  it  was  found  that  nearly  one-fourth  of  the  annual  value 
had  thus  been  diverted  from  religious  purposes  into  the  hands  of 
laymen.^  There  is  strong  evidence  that  the  lay  impropriatorB  or 
their  lessees,  who  were  generally  absentees,  and  without  other 
interests  in  the  parish,  exacted  their  I^al  dues  with  a  strictness 
which  was  relatively  rare  among  clerical  tithe-owners. 

Tithes  in  themselves,  and  apart  from  their  incidence,  could  scarcely 
be  regarded  as  a  legitimato  grievance  by  either  owners  or  oocupieis  of 
land,  especially  as  no  attack  was  as  yet  made  on  the  religious  objects 
to  which  they  were  devoted.    No  landlords  could  honestly  betieve 

>  Tlie  net  annual  vahie  of  the  tithes,  after  a  deductioa  of  40  per  cent,  from 
the  groes  vahie,  was  in  1836  estimated  at  £4,0S3,986  Ss.  SJd.  Of  this  total 
sum  £962,289  ISa.  were  then  in  the  hands  of  lay  impropriatonL  Bat  this 
flsure  does  not  take  into  aoooont  the  large  antount  of  lay  tithes  which  had 
been,  in  the  oonne  of  three  oentaries»  extinguished  by  purehases  on  the  part 
of  landowners,  or  bought  and  given  baek  to  the  panxdiia]  clergy,  or  restond 
by  those  who,  Uke  Sp^man,  considered  their  retention  by  laymen  a  sacril^geL 
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that  the  payment  robbed  them  of  any  pcurt  of  the  rents  to  whioh 
they  were  justly  entitled.  For  centuries,  in  every  transfer  of  land, 
whether  by  purchase  or  inheritance,  the  estimated  value  of  tithes 
had  been  previously  deducted  from  the  value  of  the  estate  so  bought 
or  inherited.  Nor  could  any  tenant  honestly  complain  that  tithes 
increased  the  burden  of  his  rent.  Land  only  commands  what  it  is 
worth.  If  100  acres  of  land  fetched  £1  per  acre,  it  made  no  pecuniary 
difference  to  the  farmer  whether  he  paid  £100  to  the  landowner  or 
£90  to  the  landowner  and  £10  to  the  tithe-owner.  But  the  real  prac- 
tical grievance  was  the  incidence  of  the  charge  upon  the  produce  of 
the  land.  In  this  way  tithes  become  a  charge  which  was  increased  by 
good  farming,  or  diminished  by  bad, — a  tax  on  every  additional  outlay 
of  money  and  labour, — a  check  upon  enterprise  and  improvement. 

Tithes  in  kind  were  admittedly  out  of  date.  Though  rents  and 
wages  had  long  been  placed  on  a  money  basis,  a  tithe-owner  could 
still  exact  payment  in  the  ancient  fashion.  As  a  fact,  however, 
the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriculture  (1793-1815)  prove  that,  at 
the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century,  comparatively  little  tithe  was- 
collected  in  kind.  EspeciaUy  was  this  the  case  when  the  tithe  was 
in  the  hands  of  clerical  owners.  For  this  change  of  practice  there 
were  many  reasons.  Collection  in  kind  was  extremely  unpopular. 
Where  it  prevaUed,  farmers  showed  their  dislike  to  the  system  in 
various  ways.  Many  tenants  so  greatly  resented  putting  money 
into  the  pockets  of  tith^owners  that  they  preferred  to  lose  it  them- 
selves, and  refused  to  plough  up  pastures  which  would  have  been 
more  profitable  under  tillage.  Sometimes  the  tenant  left  his  tith- 
able  land  unmanured.  A  Hertfordshire  farmer,  for  instance, 
occupied  land  in  two  parishes,  in  one  of  which  a  reasonable  composi- 
tion was  paid,  whUe,  in  the  other,  tithe  was  collected  in  kind.  The 
result  was  that  he  farmed  one  part  of  his  occupation  with  spirit  on 
improved  methods,  and  that  the  dung-cart  never  reached  the  other 
portion  of  his  land.  Sometimes  the  tenants  made  the  collection  as 
inconvenient  as  possible.  Thus  a  Hampshire  farmer  gave  notice 
to  the  tithe-owner  that  he  was  about  to  draw  a  field  of  turnips. 
When  the  tithe-owner's  servants,  horses  and  waggons  had  come  on 
the  land,  the  farmer  drew  ten  turnips,  gave  one  to  the  tithing-man, 
and  said  that  he  would  let  his  master  know  when  he  drew  any  more. 
In  a  wet  season  the  collection  was  often  the  cause  of  heavy  loss. 
Notice  had  to  be  given  to  the  tithe-owner  to  set  out  the  tithe. 
Farmers  risked  a  lawsuit,  if  they  carried  their  crops  before  the 
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prooess  was  completed.  Conseqiiently,  in  catchy  seaBonfl  the  rain 
often  outstripped  the  slow  progress  of  the  tithing-man,  and  the 
crops  were  ruined. 

The  coUection  of  tithes  in  kind,  regulated  as  it  was  by  the  subtle 
and  technical  distinctions  of  case-made  law,  provoked  endless  bicker- 
ings, disputes  and  litigation.  If  tithe-owners  were  clergymen, 
living  in  their  parishes,  they  naturally  welcomed  any  reasonable 
system  of  payment  which  enabled  them  to  live  on  frimdly  tenns 
with  their  parishoners.  Non-resident  plurahsts,  or  lay  impropriatorB 
who  let  out  the  tithes  to  proctors,  could  better  afford  to  defy  the 
public  opinion  of  the  neighbourhood.  But  they  were  not  always 
proof  against  business  arguments.  The  heavy  cost  of  ooUeeting 
tithes  in  kind  suggested  the  commercial  prudence  of  adopting  other 
arrangements.  Bams  must  be  built  and  repaired  tar  the  storage  of 
produce.  The  weekly  wages  of  servants  must  be  met.  Waggons  and 
horses,  with  the  necessary  cart-sheds  and  stabling  must  be  provided 
and  maintained.  The  cost,  not  only  of  collecting,  but  of  threshing, 
dressing  and  marketing  com  had  to  be  met.  The  net  profits  of  a 
crop  were  thus  reduced  to  a  minimum  by  the  duplication  of  expenses. 
Various  forms  of  payment  were  therefore  substituted  tat  collection 
in  kind.  Sometimes,  and  especially  under  enclosures  of  opoi  fidds, 
tithes  were  extinguished  by  allotments  of  land  of  equivalent  value. 
Sometimes  it  was  considered  that  the  increase  of  the  area  of  Isnd 
held  in  mortmain  or  the  difficult  position  of  clmcal  landowners 
were  objections  to  the  exchange  of  tithes  for  their  equivaknt  in 
landed  property,  and  a  corn-rent  was  substituted.  Sometimes 
tithes  were  commuted  for  a  composition  calculated  aa  the  acre  or 
on  the  pound  of  rent  paid,  and  either  fixed  tat  a  tenn  of  years  or 
based  on  an  annual  estimate  of  the  value  of  the  crops.  SometimeB 
fanners  had  the  option  of  taking  the  tithable  pcntion  at  the  sur^ 
veyor's  valuation  or  leaving  it  to  be  collected  by  the  tithe-owner. 
Sometimes,  in  a  few  fortunate  parishes,  a  modma  had  by  immemorial 
usage  taken  the  place  of  tithes.  Moduses  were  payments  of  d^nite 
sums,  which  had  been  permanentiy  fixed  in  amount  at  a  time  wh«i 
the  purchasing  power  of  money  had  been  &r  greater  than  it  had 
since  become.  They  were,  therefore,  advantageous  to  the  tithe- 
payer.  A  modnu  of  Id.  on  every  fleece  shorn  in  the  parish  was  no 
real  equivalent  to  a  tenth  of  the  value  of  the  wool.^ 

^  For  varioos  methods  of  eoDecting  tithes  in  the  different  coontieB  1793- 
1816,  see  Af^Mndiz  VIL 
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No  variety  in  f onns  of  payment  ooold  entirely  remove  the  reason- 
able objection  to  a  tithe  of  produce  in  kind.  So  long  as  fanning 
remained  stagnant  the  grievance  was  imperceptible.  It  became 
acute  when  progressive  methods  of  agriculture  were  generally 
adopted.  Here  and  there  tithe-owners  recognised  the  altered  con- 
ditions by  allowing  deductions  from  their  tithes  to  meet  the  cost  of 
all  purchased  manures.  But  the  practice  was  by  no  means  general. 
The  fair  adjuslanent  of  compositions  was  in  other  ways  extremely 
difficult.  Tithable  crops  were  of  greater  value  to  farmers,  who 
could  collect  and  market  them  at  a  small  additional  expense,  than 
they  were  to  tithe-owners,  whose  necessary  outlay  diminished  their 
net  profits  by  a  half.  The  dijSerence  allowed  a  large  margin  for 
dispute.  Even  when  compositions  were  reasonable,  they  tithed 
the  increased  produce  of  improved  husbandry.  Land,  highly 
cultivated,  might  be  valued  at  3s.  6d.  an  acre ;  soil  of  the  same  natural 
quality,  under  slovenly  management,  might  escape  with  Is.  6d.  In 
the  case  of  wastes,  the  objection  to  tithes  on  produce  was  strongly 
felt  as  an  obstacle  to  improvement.  When  land,  which  at  the  best 
had  afforded  only  rough  pasture,  was  reduced  to  cultivation,  owners 
and  occupiers  risked  labour  and  money  on  a  venture  which  might 
succeed  or  fail.  Li  either  event  tithe-owners  were  safe ;  they 
profited  by  the  success,  and  lost  nothing  by  the  failure.  The  legis- 
lature had  endeavoured  to  meet  the  case.  Under  the  Barren  Lands 
Act,^  barren  heaths  and  waste  grounds  were  exempted  from  tithes 
for  seven  years  after  they  had  been  reduced  for  the  first  time  to 
cultivation.  But  the  decisions  of  the  law  courts  deprived  improvers 
of  the  benefits  which  they  expected  from  the  Act.  Only  land  which 
was  so  barren  that  it  paid  no  tithe  by  reason  of  Us  barrenness  was 
held  to  be  exempt.  The  initial  cost  of  draining  fen-lands,  or  grub- 
bing and  stubbing  wood-lands,  or  of  paring  and  burning  moors  and 
heaths  was  not  to  be  taken  into  consideration.  Whatever  the  cost 
at  which  the  land  had  been  fitted  for  cultivation,  the  only  question 
to  be  asked  was  whether,  when  ploughed  and  sown,  it  was  so  naturally 
f  ertUe  as  to  produce  a  crop,  or  so  naturally  barren  that  it  would  yield 
nothing  without  an  extraordinary  exx)enditure  on  liming,  chalking, 
marling,  dunging,  or  manuring.  Only  in  the  latter  case  could  the 
seven  years'  exemption  be  legally  claimed. 

The  law  of  tithes  needed  complete  revision.  Its  inadequacy  to 
meet  changed  conditions  had  long  been  felt.    The  necessity  for  a 

^  2  and  3  Ekl.  VI.  o.  13, 
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laige  expenditure  of  capital  in  order  to  leoover  the  gronnd  which 
had  been  lost  during  a  long  period  of  disaster  forced  the  question  to 
the  front.  In  1836  the  difficulty  was  solved.  Peel  in  1835  had 
proposed  the  voluntary  commutation  of  tithe.  Lord  John  Russell, 
adopting  in  his  Bill  the  machinery  which  Peel  had  sketched,  made 
commutation  compulsory.  When  once  this  point  was  decided, 
party  considerations  were  for  the  moment  subordinated:  Whig 
and  Tory  lo3rally  co-operated  to  frame  a  workable  scheme.  The 
aim  of  legislators  was  to  commute  tithe  of  produce  in  kind  for  a 
variable  money  payment  charged  on  the  land,  to  make  the  commuted 
sum  fluctuate  with  the  purchasing  power  of  money,  to  preserve  the 
existing  relations  between  the  values  of  tithable  produce  and  the 
cost  of  living.  It  never  attempted  to  fix  the  payment,  once  and  for 
all,  at  the  sum  which  represented  the  value  that  titiie  then  possessed. 
On  the  contrary,  it  converted  tithes  into  a  corn-rent,  fluctuating  in 
value  according  to  the  septennial  average  of  the  prices  of  wheat, 
barley  and  oats. 

The  first  step  was  to  determine  the  value  of  the  tithes ;  the  second 
to  adjust  the  purchasing  power  of  the  money  payment  at  which 
they  were  commuted. 

Within  a  limited  time  tithe-owners  and  tithe-payers  of  any 
parish  might  agree  upon  the  total  sum  to  be  paid  in  heu  of  tithes. 
This  agreement  was  first  to  receive  the  assent  of  the  patron ; 
secondly,  to  be  communicated  to  the  biahop ;  and,  thirdly,  to  be 
approved  and  ratified  by  the  Commissioners.  If  no  agreement  was 
arrived  at,  a  local  enquiry  was  held  on  the  spot  by  the  Commissionetrs 
or  their  assistants,  who  estimated  the  value  of  the  tithe,  taking  as 
their  basis  the  actual  receipts  of  the  tithe-owner  during  tiie  preceding 
seven  years ;  framed  their  draft  award ;  deposited  it  for  the  in- 
spection of  interested  parties  ;  and,  finally,  confirmed  their  award, 
which  from  that  time  was  binding  upon  tithe-owners  and  tithe- 
payers. 

The  mode  in  which  the  purchasing  power  of  money  was  intended 
to  be  preserved  was  as  follows.  The  average  of  the  gross  annual 
value  of  the  actual  receipts  of  the  tithe-owner  was  ascertained  in 
money  for  the  seven  preceding  years.  The  net  annual  value, 
arrived  at  by  deducting  all  just  expenses,  was  taken  as  the  permanent 
commutation  of  the  great  and  small  tithes  of  the  parish.  This  net 
sum  was  divided  into  three  equal  parts,  and  the  average  value  for 
the  seven  years  ending  with  1836  was  taken  for  wheat,  barley  and 
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oats.  It  was  then  asked  how  many  bus^ek  of  wheat  could  be 
bought  at  cost  price  by  one  of  these  equal  portions,  how  many  of 
barley  by  the  second,  how  many  of  oats  by  the  thiid.  Each  £100 
of  tithe  was  divided  into  three  equal  sums  of  £33  68.  8d. ;  the 
septennial  averages  for  the  three  grains  were  respectively  7s.  0^. 
for  a  bushel  of  wheat ;  3s.  11^.  for  a  bushel  of  barley ;  2s.  9d.  for 
a  bushel  of  oats.  In  1836  at  those  prices  £33  6s.  8d.  bought  94*96 
bushels  of  wheat,  or  168*42  bushels  of  barley,  or  242*42  bushels  of 
oats.  These  have  been  the  fixed  multipliers  in  use  ever  since. 
Each  year  the  average  prices  for  the  last  seven  yeajrs  are  multiplied 
by  these  fixed  quantities,  and  the  result  is  the  tithe  rent  charge  for 
the  coming  year.  It  will  be  noticed  that  the  charge  is  affected 
most  by  variations  in  the  price  of  oats,  and  least  by  those  of  wheat. 
One  other  point  requires  to  be  mentioned.  Lord  Althorp  in  1833, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  in  1836,  Lord  John  Russell  in  1836  were  agreed  that 
the  payment  should  be  transferred  from  occupiers  to  owners  of  land. 
Section  80  of  the  Act  of  1836  empowered  tenants  to  deduct  the  rent- 
charge  from  the  rent  payable  to  the  landlord.  But  the  section  was 
permissive  only.  For  mutual  convenience  tenants  paid  the  rent 
charge  direct  to  the  tithe-owner,  and  their  other  rant  to  the  landlord 
was  calculated  on  this  basis.  By  the  Tithe  Rent  CSiarge  Recovery 
Act  of  1891  the  tenant  was  no  longer  permitted  to  be  the  conduit- 
pipe  for  the  payment.  The  liability  to  pay  the  tithe  rent  charge 
was  transferred  to  the  landowner ;  the  tithe-owner's  remedy  of 
distress  was  altered  into  a  process  through  the  county  court ;  and, 
instead  of  the  com  averages  absolutely  determining  the  amount 
of  tithe  rent  charges,  provision  was  made  in  certain  cases  for  a 
reduced  payment  when  the  charge  exceeded  a  certain  proportion  of 
the  annual  value  of  the  land. 


CHAPTER  XVII. 

HIGH  FARMING.    1837-1874. 

Condition  of  agrionlture  in  1837 ;  ourrant  explanation  of  the  diBtresB ;  pre- 
paration for  a  new  start  in  fanning ;  legialative  ohangeB ;  development  of 
a  railway  system ;  live-stock  in  1837 ;  the  general  level  of  farming ; 
foundation  of  the  Royal  Agricoltmnl  Society ;  notable  improvements, 
1837-74 ;  extension  of  drainage ;  purchase  of  feeding  stufis ;  disoovery 
of  artificial  fertilisers  ;  mechanical  improvements  and  inventions  ;  Repeal 
of  the  Com  Laws ;  the  golden  age  from  1853  to  the  end  of  1862 ;  r^id 
progress  in  the  **  Fifties  *' ;   pedigree  mania  in  stock-breeding. 

Thx  reign  of  Queen  Victoria  began  in  the  midst  of  a  transition  stage 
from  one  state  of  social  and  industrial  development  to  another. 
A  complete  change  of  agricultural  front  was  taking  place,  which 
necessitated  some  displacement  of  the  classes  that  had  previously 
occupied  or  cultivated  the  soil.  The  last  ten  years  of  the  present 
century  have  raised  the  question  whether  agriculturists  are  not  now 
passing  through  another  transition  stage  which,  like  its  predecessor, 
may  effect  another  agricultural  revolution  and  result  in  another 
disruption  of  rural  society. 

Roughly  speaking,  the  first  thirty-seven  jrears  of  the  new  reign 
formed  an  era  of  advancing  prosperity  and  progress,  of  rising  rents 
and  profits,  of  the  rapid  multiplication  of  fertilising  agencies,  of 
an  expandiDg  area  of  com  cultivation,  of  more  numerous,  better 
bred,  better  fed,  better  housed  stock,  of  varied  improvements  in 
every  kind  of  implement  and  machinery,  of  growing  expenditure  on 
the  making  of  the  land  by  drainage,  the  construction  of  roads,  the 
erection  of  farm  buildings,  and  the  division  into  fields  of  convenient 
size.  So  far  as  the  standard  of  the  highest  farming  is  concerned, 
agriculture  has  made  but  little  advance  since  the  '^  Fifties."  The 
last  twenty-six  years  of  the  reign,  on  the  other  hand,  were  a  period 
of  agricultural  adversity— of  falling  rents,  dwindling  profits,  con- 
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traoting  areas  of  arable  cnltiyation,  fliwinialiittg  stock,  deoreasing 
expenditure  on  land  improvement. 

In  1837  the  farming  industry  had  passed  through  a  quarter  of  a 
century  of  misfortunes,  aggravated  by  a  disordered  currency,  bank 
failures,  adverse  seasons,  labour  difficulties,  agrarian  discontent. 
During  times  of  adversity  it  has  always  been  the  practice  to  chaige 
landowners,  farmers,  and  even  labourers  with  extravagance,  to  trace 
distress  to  their  increased  luxury,  to  attribute  their  domestic  diffi- 
culties to  their  less  simple  habits.  The  explanation  is  as  old  as  the 
hills.  Arthur  Young,  writing  in  1773  On  the  Present  SUUe  of 
Wfuie  Lcmda,  remarks  that  the  landed  gentry  were  beggared  by 
their  efforts  to  rival  their  wealthier  neighbours  who  had  amassed 
fortunes  in  trade.  The  rural  frog  burst  in  his  efforts  to  equal  the 
proportions  of  the  civic  ox.  "  The  antient  prospect  which  afforded 
pleasure  to  twenty  generations  is  poisoned  by  the  pagodas  and 
temples  of  some  rival  neighbour ;  some  oilman  who  builds  on  the 
solid  foundation  of  pickles  and  herrings.  At  church  the  liveries 
of  a  tobacconist  carry  all  the  admiration  of  the  village ;  and  how 
can  the  daughter  of  the  antient  but  decayed  gentieman  stand  the 
competition  at  an  assembly  with  the  point,  diamonds  and  tissues 
of  a  haberdasher's  nieces  ?  "  Their  tenants  did  not  escape  from 
similar  chaises.  In  1573  Tusser  had  alluded  to  farmers  with  *'  hawk 
on  hand  "  who  neglected  their  business  for  sport ;  in  the  nineteenth 
century  it  was  said  to  be  the  hunting-field  or  the  racecourse  which 
attracted  them  from  the  farm  or  the  market.  In  1649  Walter  Blith 
had  attributed  the  rural  depression  of  that  day  to  the  "high 
stomachs  "  of  the  farmers.  So  in  1816  the  wiseacres  of  the  London 
clubs  vehementiy  contended  that  farmers  had  only  to  return  from 
claret  to  beer,  and  their  wives  from  the  piano  to  the  hen-house, 
and  agricultural  distress  would  be  at  an  end.  It  was  reserved  for 
an  imaginative  versifier  in  1801  to  charge  them  with  soaking  five- 
pound  notes  instead  of  rusks  in  their  port  wine.  Somewhat  similar 
in  tone  was  the  outcry  against  labourers.  "  We  hear,"  writes 
Borlase,  the  Cornish  antiquary,  in  1771,  *'  every  day  of  murmurs  of 
the  common  people ;  of  want  of  employ ;  of  short  wages ;  of  dear 
provisions.  There  may  be  some  reason  for  this ;  our  taxes  are  heavy 
upon  the  necessaries  of  life ;  but  the  chief  reason  is  the  extravagance 
of  the  vulgar  in  the  uwneceswmea  of  life,**  Among  the  tinworkers 
in  his  parish  were  three-score  snuff-boxes  at  one  time ;  of  fifty  girls 
above  fifteen  years  old,  forty-nine  had  scarlet  cloaks.    "  There  is 
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soaroe  a  family  in  the  paiiflh,  I  mean  of  oommon  laboaron»  bat  hava 
iea,  onoe  if  not  twice  a  day.  ...  In  short,  all  labourers  Hve  above 
their  conditions." 

The  same  explanations  with  regaid  to  all  classes  of  agiioultniists 
were  repeated  in  1837,  and  have  been  periodically  o£fered  ever  since. 
The  diagnosis  of  disease  would  not  be  so  popular  if  it  were  not  easy 
and  to  some  extent  true.  It  is,  to  say  the  least,  inadequate.  Wkm 
the  standard  of  living  rises  for  all  classes,  agriculturists  are  not  the 
only  men  who  spend  money  more  lavishly  than  the  prudence  which 
criticises  after  the  event  can  justify.  But  the  true  explanation  of 
the  distress  lay  in  the  conditions  already  described.  The  old  instru- 
ment of  farming  had  failed  ;  the  new  had  not  been  perfected.  An 
agricultural  revolution  was  in  progress,  which  was  none  the  less 
complete  in  its  operation  because  it  was  peaceful  in  its  processes. 

In  1837  agriculture  was  languishing  ;  farming  had  retrograded  ; 
heavy  clay-lands  were  either  abandoned  or  foul,  and  in  a  miserable 
state  of  cultivation.  Indifferent  pasture,  when  first  ploughed,  had 
produced  good  com  crops  from  the  accumulated  mass  of  elements  of 
fertiUty  which  they  had  stored.  But  this  savings  bank  of  wealth 
had  been  soon  exhausted.  At  peace-prices  half  crops  ceased  to  be 
remunerative,  and  the  newly  ploughed  arable  area  was  now  recover- 
ing itself  from  exhaustion  to  grass  as  best  it  could  without  assistance. 
Lighter  soils  had  suffered  comparatively  little ;  turnips,  and  the 
Norfolk  system  had  helped  the  eastern  counties  to  bear  the  stress  of 
the  storm,  yet,  even  there,  farmers  had  "'  had  to  put  down  their 
chaises  and  their  nags."  Much  of  the  progress  made  between  1790 
and  1812  had  been  lost.  Nor  was  this  the  worst  feature.  The 
distrust  which  prevailed  between  farmers  and  their  men  had  ex- 
tended to  tenants  and  their  landlords.  Men  who  had  contracted 
to  pay  war  rents  from  peace  profits  were  shy  of  leases.  For  at  least 
a  generation  confidence  was  shaken  between  landlord  and  tenant. 

The  brighter  side  to  the  picture  was  that,  in  the  midst  of  much 
suffering,  the  ground  had  been  prepared  for  new  conditions.  Small 
yeomen,  openfield  fanners,  and  commoners  could  never  have  fed  a 
manufacturing  population.  They  could  not  have  initiated  and  would 
not  have  adopted  agricultural  improvements,  of  which  some  were  still 
experimental,  and  of  which  all  required  an  initial  expenditure.  It 
was  from  these  classes  that  the  most  bigoted  opponents  of  *'  Practice 
with  Science  "  were  recruited,  and  their  contempt  was  heartily 
sincere  for  the  innovations  of  the  '*  apron-string  "  farmer.    Socially 
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valuable  though  they  were,  they  were  becoming  commercially  dis- 
credited. Their  disappearance  was  a  social  loss  ;  but  it  had  become 
an  economic  necessity.  The  land  could  no  longer  be  cultivated  for 
the  needs  of  a  scanty,  scattered  population,  occupied  in  the  tillage 
of  the  soil,  or  engaged  in  one-man  handicrafts.  So  long  as  England 
depended  for  food  on  her  own  produce, — a  condition  which  lasted 
a  quarter  of  a  century  after  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws, — ^it  was 
requisite  that  farming  should  be  transformed  from  a  self-sufficing 
domestic  industry  into  a  profit-earning  manufactory  of  bread,  beef, 
and  mutton.  Food,  upon  the  scale  that  changed  conditions 
demanded,  could  only  be  produced  upon  land  which  had  been 
prepared  for  the  purpose  by  the  outlay  of  capitalist  landlords  and 
the  intelligent  enterprise  of  large  tenant-farmers. 

In  other  respects,  also,  the  distress  of  1813-37  produced  good 
results.  So  long  as  war  prices  prevailed,  prosperous  years  had 
brought  wealth  to  slovens,  and  sluggards  had  amassed  riches  in  their 
sleep.  The  collapse  of  prosperity  spurred  the  energies  and  enter- 
prise of  both  landlords  and  tenants,  who  could  only  hold  their  own 
by  economising  the  cost  and  increasing  the  amount  of  production. 
Within  certain  limits,  low  prices  and  keen  competition  compelled 
improvement.  Again,  though  the  attraction  of  war-prices  had 
driven  the  plough  through  much  valuable  pasture,  it  had  also  supplied 
the  incentive  which  added  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  wastes 
to  the  cultivated  area  of  the  country.  Finally,  during  the  era  of 
Protection,  landlords  and  farmers  had  learned  to  rely  too  entirely 
upon  Parliamentary  help  in  their  difficulties.  They  had  been  prone 
to  expect  that  alterations  in  the  protective  duties  would  turn  the 
balance  between  the  success  and  failure  of  their  harvests.  Now, 
disappointment  after  disappointment  had  taught  them  the  useful 
lesson  that  they  could  expect  no  immediate  assistance  from  legis- 
lative interference,  and  that,  if  they  wanted  aid,  they  must  help 
themselves. 

Meanwhile  legislation  had  been  active  in  many  useful  directions. 
The  agricultural  revolution,  and  the  effects  alike  of  war  and  peace, 
had  completely  disorganised  the  labour  market.  Parliament  co- 
operated with  industrial  changes  in  redressing  the  balance  between 
demand  and  supply  and  in  adapting  the  relations  of  capital  and 
labour  to  new  conditions.  For  agricultural  labourers  the  Poor-Law  of 
1834  did  what  the  Factory  legislation  of  1833  had  done  for  artisans. 
The  change  produced  immediate  effect.    The  number  of  paupers 
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steadily  diminiahed,  and  the  poor-rates  fell  from  seven  millions  in 
1832  to  foor  milUons  in  1837.  New  means  of  transport  had  been 
provided  by  the  opening  up  of  canals.  Increased  facilities  of 
communication  had  been  supplied  by  progress  in  the  art  of  road- 
construction.  Though  Turnpike  Trusts  were  proving  inefficient  on 
the  great  highways,  the  first  step  towards  the  improvement  of  minor 
roads  had  been  taken  by  the  Act  of  1835,  which  substituted  a  rate 
for  the  old  statute  labour.  Another  legislative  result  of  the  pro- 
longed agricultural  distress  liad  been  the  Tithe  Commutation  Act  of 
1836.  The  incidence  of  the  charge  was  shifted  ;  it  no  longer  operated 
as  a  check  to  the  expenditure  of  capital  or  a  discouragement  to 
skilful  and  enterprising  farming. 

It  was  a  period  of  preparation,  the  full  significance  of  which  was 
^  then  imperfectly  understood.  Few  persons  in  1837  could  have 
foreseen  the  imminence  of  social  and  industrial  changes  which 
introduced  to  British  farming  an  unexampled  era  of  prosperity,  or 
could  have  foretold  that  new  markets  would  not  only  be  opened  up, 
but  brought  to  the  doors  of  agriculturists.  Signs  of  better  times 
were  indeed  faintly  visible.  Manufacturing  progress  was  beginning 
to  tell  upon  agriculture ;  steam  navigation  was  stimulating  trade ; 
joint-stock  banks  helped  farmers  to  face  their  difficulties  ;  the  new 
system  of  poor-law  administration  was  restoring  the  labour  market 
to  healthier  conditions  ;  beef,  mutton,  wool,  barley,  and  oats  sold 
briskly.  Above  all,  the  whole  country  was  beginning  to  respond 
to  the  vast  impulse  which  the  introduction  of  railways  gave  to  its 
intelligence,  its  intercourse,  its  enterprise,  its  agriculture,  manu- 
facture, and  conmierce.  Without  assistance  or  control  by  the  State, 
in  the  face  of  many  difficulties  and  prejudices,  railways  were  being 
built  piecemeal  by  private  energy  and  capital.  They  were  still  in 
their  infancy.  It  was  not  till  1821  that  the  Act  for  the  construction 
of  the  Stockton  and  Darlington  Railway  had  been  passed.  The 
Liverpool  and  Manchester  Railway  was  opened  in  1830,  and  the 
line  from  London  to  Birmingham  was  completed  in  1838.  Between 
those  two  dates  fifty-six  Acts  had  been  already  passed  for  laying 
1,800  miles  of  rails. 

The  era  of  railways  had  begun.  The  real  innovations  lay  in  the 
application  of  steam  as  the  motive  power  to  movable  engines, 
the  construction  of  new  and  independent  lines  of  communication, 
the  conveyance  not  only  of  goods  but  of  passengers.  Rail-ways  to 
facilitate  the  transport  of  heavy  weights  had  been  in  use  for  nearly 


WOODEN  RAIL- WAYS  361 

two  centurieB.  They  seem  to  have  been  first  employed  in  the  New- 
castle district  to  convey  coal  from  the  pits  to  the  shipping  stages 
on  the  Tyne.  Wooden  rails,  laid  on  continuous  parallel  lines,  were 
pegged  down  to  wooden  sleepers,  which  were  set  two  feet  apart,  the 
intervals  being  filled  in  with  stones  or  ashes.  On  these  tracks,  high 
hopper-shaped  waggons,  set  on  solid  wooden  wheels,  were  either 
propelled  by  their  own  weight  or  drawn  by  horses.  Log  ways, 
thus  constructed,  were  called  in  eighteenth  century  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment ''  dram  roads."  They  were  in  fact  true  tram-ways,^  though 
the  word  "  tram  "  has  been  transferred  from  the  material  out  of 
which  the  rails  were  originally  constructed  to  the  vehicle  which 
passes  over  them.  Successive  improvements  were  made  in  their 
construction.  Thus  iron  plates  or  iron  flanges  were  fixed  by 
"  plate-layers  "  to  the  rails  to  lessen  the  friction  at  the  curves  or 
to  keep  the  waggons  on  the  track.  About  1767  the  rails  began  to 
be  made  entirely  of  iron,  which  were  generally  cast  with  an  iron 
flange  on  the  inner  side.  Similarly  the  wheels  were  made  of  cast 
iron,  though  for  some  years  the  rear  wheels  continued  to  be  made  of 
wood  in  order  to  strengthen  the  grip  of  the  brake.  In  1788  a  stiU 
more  important  change  was  made.  The  projections  of  the  flanged 
rail  were  found  to  be  dangerous  obstructions  wherever  lines  crossed 
highways.  To  meet  this  difficulty,  flanged  wheels  were  introduced, 
and  the  rails  were  made  smooth. 

By  the  latter  half  of  the  eighteenth  century,  there  were  few 
collieries  in  the  north  which  were  not  provided  with  their  own  rail- 
ways, often  carried,  in  order  to  secure  easy  gradients,  through  hills  and 
over  vaUeys  by  means  of  cuttings,  bridges,  or  embankments.  They 
were  private  roads,  to  which  the  public  had  no  access.  BaU-ways 
laid  by  Canal  Companies  under  the  powers  of  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  in  a  different  position.  Constructed  by  canal  proprietors  to 
feed  their  traffic  from  potteries,  furnaces,  collieries,  and  quarries, 

^  Whether  **  tram- way  "  is  derived  from  the  material  out  of  which  the  road 
IB  contracted,  or  from  the  carriage  which  passes  over  it  is  doubtful.  A  wiU 
dated  1555  mentions  the  repair  "  of  the  higheway  or  tram  '*  in  Bamavd 
Castle.  This  use  of  the  word,  like  the  "  dram-road  "  of  eighteenth  oentury 
Acts  of  Parliament,  suggests  the  log-way.  On  the  other  hand,  the  road  may 
have  taken  its  name  from  the  application  of  the  word  **  tram  '*  in  the  North 
of  England  to  a  small  carriage  on  four  wheels,  possibly  gaining  this  meaning 
through  the  Lowland  Scottish  use  of  the  word  for  the  "  shaft "  of  a  cart. 
In  either  case,  '*tram'*  is  Scandinavian  in  origin;  Norwegian,  tram = a 
door-step  of  wood ;  traam=A  wooden  frame,  and  Swedish  <romfii=a  log, 
or  a  summer  sled^.  See  Skeat's  Btytnologioal  DicHonary  of  the  BngWsh 
Ixmguage, 
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they  were  publk  highways,  mamtained,  like  turnpike  roads*  by  the 
payments  of  those  who  used  them.  The  Canal  Companies  provided 
no  rolling  stock.  On  payment  of  the  stipulated  tolls,  any  trader 
might  transport  his  goods  over  the  flanged  rails  in  his  own  vehicles 
to  the  wharves.  In  the  development  of  these  lines,  which  were 
subsidiary  to  inland  waterways,  the  lead  was  taken  by  the  valley 
of  the  Severn,  the  Western  Midlands,  and  South  Wales.  The 
utility  of  the  system  was  at  once  apparent.  Rail-ways  multiplied 
rapidly,  not  as  rivak,  but  as  aids,  to  the  canak  which  they  eyentually 
destroyed. 

Numerous  rail-ways,  either  in  private  hands  or  feeders  to  canals, 
existed  at  the  end  of  the  eighteenth  century.  The  first  public 
independent  rail-way  was  constructed  by  Act  of  Parliamant  in  1801. 
The  Surrey  Iron  Rail-way  connected  Croydon  and  the  mills  on  the 
Wandle  with  the  Thames  at  Wandsworth.  Originally  intended  to 
run  to  Portsmouth,  it  was  never  carried  beyond  Merstham.  Nearly 
twenty  years  later  an  Act  of  Parliament  (1821)  was  obtained  for 
the  construction  of  the  Stockton  and  Darlington  RaU-way.  On 
this  line  all  the  stages  in  the  transformation  of  the  ancient  rail-way 
into  the  modem  type  were  exemplified.  Hitherto  speed  had  not 
been  regarded  as  an  object.  Horses  were  generally  employed,  and, 
where  steam  had  been  introduced  as  the  motive  power,  its  use  had 
been  practically  confined  to  stationary  engines,  placed  at  the  top  cl 
inclines,  which  by  means  of  ropes  or  chains  drew  waggons  up  the 
ascent  and  regulated  the  pace  of  their  descrait.  In  poetry,  Elrasmus 
Darwin  ^  had  anticipated  the  coming  triiunph  of  steam  : 

**  Soon  shall  thy  arm,  unconquered  Steam  !  alar 
Drag  the  alow  baige,  or  drive  the  xapid  car ; 
Or  on  wide- waving  Wings  expanded  bear 
The  flying  chariot  thro*  the  fields  of  air  1  " 

But  in  1820  the  vision  of  the  ''  rapid  car,"  drawn  by  steam,  stiU 
seemed  as  extravagant  as  the  dream  of  the  "  flying  chariot  "  appeared 
to  a  later  generation  familiar  with  fast  trains.  The  projectors  of 
the  Stockton  and  Darlington  Railway  hesitated  betweoi  wooden  or 
iron  rails,  between  animal  or  steam  power,  between  stationary  or 
movable  engines.  When  the  line  was  opened  in  1825,  the  waggons, 
under  the  advice  of  George  Stephenson,  were  drawn  over  iron  rails 
at  an  average  pace  of  five  miles  an  hour  by  steam  locomotives, 
on  the  model  of  the  engines  which  he  had  successfully 

^  Ths  Boianie  OanUn^  Part  I.  2S9. 
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introdaced  at  Killingworth  Colliery.  GUkxIb  traffio  only  was  at 
first  undertaken  by  the  railway  company.  The  conveyanoe  of 
passengers  was  left  to  private  enterprise ;  coaohes  drawn  by  one 
horse  ran  over  the  rails,  on  payment  of  stipulated  tolls,  at  intervals 
when  the  goods  trains  were  not  running.  It  was  not  till  1833  that 
the  Company  bought  out  the  coach  proprietors,  and,  a  year  later, 
issued  notices  that  they  proposed  to  provide  not  only  carriages  for 
goods,  but  "  coaohes  "  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers,  drawn  by 
steam  locomotives. 

Before  this  final  stage  was  reached  in  the  County  of  Durham, 
the  Liverpool  and  Manchester  Railway  had  been  opened  (1830). 
The  project  of  the  proposed  line  originated  in  dissatisfaction  with 
the  cost  and  delay  of  canal  transport.  It  was  directiy  designed  not 
to  feed  but  to  rival  the  water  way,  and  to  break  down  a  monopoly 
in  the  carriage  of  heavy  goods.  Canal  companies  all  over  the  country 
became  aJive  to  their  danger.  So  strong  was  the  opposition  that 
the  first  Bill  was  defeated.  A  second  Bill  was  introduced,  and  passed 
in  1826.  Like  the  Stockton  and  Dcurlington  Company,  the  projectors 
hesitated  over  the  choice  of  motive  power.  They  were  still  undecided  . 
when  the  new  line  was  approaching  completion.  To  solve  the 
problem  they  offered  a  premium  of  £500  for  the  best  locomotive 
engine  which  should  satisfy  certain  conditions.  It  was  not  to  exceed 
£650  in  price  and  six  tons  in  weight ;  it  was  also  to  draw  three 
times  its  own  weight,  at  a  speed  of  ten  miles  an  hour  on  level  ground, 
The  famous  RainhiU  trial  (October  8,  1829),  when  Stephenson's 
Socket  won  the  prize,  sealed  the  fate  of  canals  and  inaiignrated  the 
triumph  of  railways.  Without  their  aid  the  modem  oiganisation 
of  industry  would  have  been  impossible.  The  factory,  the  modem 
farm,  and  the  railway  went  hand  in  hand  in  development,  and  were 
not  dJBBimilar  in  their  economic  results. 

With  the  ground  thus  prepared  for  a  new  start,  but  in  gloom  and 

depression,  agriculturists  entered  on  the  new  reign.    In  comparing 

agriculture  in  1837  with  that  of  1912,  the  most  striking  feature  is 

the  general  level  of  excellence  which  now  prevails.    If  we  leave  on 

one  side  the  achievements  of  chemical  science  and  the  triumphs  of 

mechanical  invention,  there  are  few  improvements  in  the  methods 

and  practices  of  agriculture  which  had  not  been  anticipated  by 

individuals  seventy  years  ago.    But  the  knowledge  which  was  then, 

at  the  most,  confined  to  one  or  two  men  in  a  county  is  now  generaUy 

practised.    The  best  farmers  of  that  day  could  not  have  explained 
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the  leMODB  for  their  methods  ;  they  farmed  by  experience  and  in- 
tuition. Judgment  is  still  all-important ;  but  practioe  has  now  been 
reduced  to  principles  and  rules,  which  make  the  best  methods 
more  nearly  common  property,  or  at  least  place  them  within  reach 
of  all.  The  best  arable  farms  in  1837  were  cropped  much  as  they 
are  now,  except  that  rotations  were  more  rigid  and  inelastic.  Pedigree 
barleys  and  pedigree  wheats  were  already  experimented  upon  by 
Patrick  Shirreff,  Dr.  Chevallier,  and  Colonel  Le  Couteur.  By  the 
most  enterprising  of  our  predecessors  all  the  kinds  of  farm  produce 
which  are  raised  to-day  were  raised  seventy  years  ago. 

Live-stock  has  doubtless  immensely  improved  since  the  accession 
of  Queen  Victoria.  Specialisation  did  away  with  '*  general  utility  " 
animals,  and  successfully  developed  symmetry,  quality,  early 
maturity,  or  ykld  of  milk  among  cattle.  But  the  value  and  im- 
portance of  improving  breeds  had  been  thoroughly  appreciated  by 
the  best  farmers  before  1837.  Though  only  one  herd-book — Coates's 
Shorthorn  Herdbook  (1822) — ^had  begun  to  appear,  the  followers 
of  Bakewell, — such  as  Charles  and  Robert  Colling,  Thomas  Bates, 
of  Kirklevington,  the  Booths,  and  Sir  Charles  Knightley  with  the 
Shorthorns, — Benjamin  Tomkins,  John  Hewer,  and  the  Prices  with 
the  Herefords, — ^Francis  Quartly,  George  Turner,  William  Davy, 
and  Thomas  Coke  of  Norfolk  with  the  North  Devons, — ^had  alreadv 
brought  to  a  high  degree  of  perfection  the  breeds  with  which  their 
names  are  respectively  associated.  Flockmasters,  like  cattle- 
breeders,  had  recognised  the  coming  changes.  Before  1837  Bakewell's 
methods  had  been  extensively  imitated.  The  lanoolns,  the  Border 
Leicesters  of  the  Culleys,  the  Southdowns  of  EUman  of  Glynde  and 
Jonas  Webb  of  Babraham,  the  Black-faced  Heath  breed  of  David 
Dun,  the  Cheviots  of  Robson  of  BeUord  were  already  firmly  estab- 
lished ;  and  some  of  the  best  of  the  local  varieties  of  sheep,  enum- 
erated by  Sir  John  Sinclair  .in  his  Address  to  the  BriUsh  Wool 
Society  (1791),  were  beginning  to  find  their  champions.  Nor 
were  pigs  unappreciated.  The  reproach  was  no  longer  justified 
which,  at  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century,  Arthur  Young  had 
directed  agamst  farmers  for  their  n^lect  ci  this  source  of  profit. 
Here,  again,  Bakewell  had  led  the  way.  Efforts  were  being  made  to 
improve  such  native  breeds  as  the  Yorkshire  Whites,  the  Tamworths. 
the  reddish-brown  Berkshires,  or  the  black  breeds  of  Essex  and 
Suffolk. 

Oxen  woe  still  extensively  used  for  fann  work.    It  is  therefore 


IMPROVEMENT  IN  FARM-HORSES  366 

not  snrprismg  that  comparatively  little  attention  had  been  paid  to 
horses  for  agrioultoral  purposes.  Yet  here,  too,  some  progress  was 
made,  particularly  from  the  point  of  view  of  specialisation.  The 
Clydesdales  were  coming  to  the  front  as  rivals  to  old  English  breeds. 
Beauty  was  not  the  strong  point  of  the  **  Sorrel-coloured  Suffolk 
Punch."  Nor  was  he  any  longer  suited  to  the  pace  required  in  the 
modem  hunting-field  or  on  tiie  improved  roads.  But  in  1837  it 
was  recognised  that  his  unrivalled  power  of  throwing  his  whole 
weight  into  the  collar  fitted  him  pre-eminently  for  farm  work. 
A  similar  change  was  passing  over  the  Cleveland  Bay.  Threatened 
with  extinction  by  the  disappearance  of  coaches,  he  was  found  to  be 
invaluable  on  light-soil  farms.  So  also  a  definite  place  was  assigned 
to  another  breed  known  to  the  sixteenth  century.  The  '*  Large 
Black  Old  English  Cart-horse,"  which  Young  calls  *'  the  produce 
principally  of  the  Shire  counties  in  the  heart  of  England/'  was,  to 
some  extent,  experimented  upon  by  Bakewell.  But  the  develop- 
ment of  the  breed  belongs  to  a  later  date  than  the  first  half  of  the 
Victorian  era,  and  it  is  as  a  draught-horse  that  the  Shire  has  been, 
since  1879,  patronised  by  Societies  and  enrolled  in  stud-books. 

It  has  been  said  that  while  the  general  standard  of  farming  was 
still  extremely  low,  the  best  practice  of  individual  farmers  in  1837 
has  been  little  improved  by  the  progress  of  seventy  years.  Pro- 
duction has  been  considerably  increased ;  but  the  higher  averages 
are  due  to  the  wider  diffusion  of  the  best  practices  rather  than  to 
any  notable  novelties,  and  it  is  in  live-stock  that  real  advance  is 
most  clearly  marked.  If,  however,  we  turn  from  the  highest  practice 
of  farming  to  the  general  conditions  under  which  it  was  carried  on, 
or  to  the  processes  by  which  crops  were  cultivated,  harvested, 
and  marketed,  the  contrast  between  1837  and  1912  is  almost 
startling. 

In  1837  the  open-field  system  still  prevailed  extensively.  Hold- 
ings were  in  general  inconveniently  small,  though  in  some  parts  of 
the  country  farms  had  been  consolidated.  Farm-buitdings,  often 
placed  at  the  extreme  end  of  the  holding,  consisted  of  large  bams 
for  storing  and  threshing  com,  a  stable  and  yard  for  cart-horses,  a 
shed  for  carts  and  waggons.  But  the  cattle,  worse  housed  than  the 
waggons,  were  huddled  into  draughty,  rickety  sheds,  erected  without 
plan,  ranged  round  a  yard  whence  the  liquid  manure,  freely  diluted 
from  the  unspouted  roofs,  ran  first  into  a  horse-pond,  and  thence 
escaped  into  the  nearest  ditch.    In  these  sheds  the  live-stock  sub- 
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aiflted  daring  the  winter  months  on  starvation  allowance.  Fat 
cattle,  instead  of  being  conveyed  by  rail  quickly  and  cheaply,  were 
driven  to  distant  markets,  losing  weight  every  yard  of  the  way. 
Long  legs  were  still  a  consideration  for  sheep  which  had  to  plongh 
through  miry  lanes.  Farm  roads  were  few  and  bad.  Where  land 
had  been  early  enclosed,  the  fields  were  often  small,  fenced  witii 
high  and  straggling  hedges.  Very  little  land  was  drained,  and, 
except  in  Suffolk  and  Essex,  scarcely  any  effort  had  been  made  to 
carry  off  the  surface-water  from  clay  soils. 

Little  or  no  machinery  was  employed  in  any  operation  of  tillage. 
Li  remote  parts  of  the  country,  even  on  light  soils  and  for  summer 
work,  heavy  wooden  ploughs  with  wooden  breasts,  slowly  drawn 
by  teams  of  five  horses  or  six  oxen,  attended  by  troops  of  men  and 
bo3^,  still  lumbered  on  their  laborious  way,  following  the  sinuous 
shape  of  boundary  fences,  or  throwing  up  ridges  crooked  like  an 
inverted  S,  and  laid  high  by  successive  ploughing  towards  the  crown. 
Li  more  advanced  districts,  less  cumbrous  and  more  effective  im- 
plements of  lighter  draught,  wheel  or  swing,  were  employed.  But 
not  a  few  discoveries  of  real  value  fell  into  disuse,  or  failed  to  find 
honour  in  the  land  of  their  birth,  till  they  returned  to  this  country 
with  the  brand  of  American  innovations.  The  mistake  was  too 
often  made  of  exaggerating  the  universal  value  of  a  new  implement 
in  the  style  of  modem  vendors  of  patent-medicines.  Enthusiasts 
forgot  that  provincial  customs  were  generally  founded  on  common- 
sense,  and  that  farmers  reasoned  from  actual  instances  which  had 
come  within  their  personal  experience.  The  boast  that  a  two-horse 
plough,  with  reins  and  one  man,  could,  on  all  soils  and  at  all  seasons, 
do  the  work  of  the  heavy  implement  dear  to  the  locality  only  made 
the  ancient  heirloom  more  precious  in  the  eye  of  its  owner.  It  was 
with  antiquated  implements,  heavy  in  the  draught,  that  most  of 
the  soil  was  still  cultivated.  Harrows  were  generally  primitive  in 
form  and  ineffective  in  operation,  scarcely  penetrating  the  ground  and 
powerless  to  stir  the  weeds.  To  keep  the  seed-bed  firm  agaihst  the 
loosening  effects  of  frost  the  only  roller  was  a  stone  or  the  trunk  of 
a  tree  heavily  weighted.  When  the  bed  was  prepared  for  the  crop, 
the  seed  was  still  sown  broadcast  by  hand,  or,  more  rarely,  either 
dibbed  or  drilled.  The  Northumberland  drill  for  turnips,  and  the 
Suffolk  drill  for  cereals,  which  travelled  every  year  on  hire  as  far  as 
Oxfordshire,  had  abeady  attained  something  more  than  local 
popularity.    But  com  and  roots,  even  in  1837,  were  seldom  either 
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drilled  or  dibbed.  The  advantages  of  both  methods  were  still  hotly 
denied.  A  man  who  used  a  drill  would  be  asked  by  his  neighbours 
when  he  was  going  to  sow  pepper  &om  a  pepper-caster.  From  the 
time  the  seed  was  sown  and  harrowed  in,  the  infant  crops  waged  an 
internecine  and  unaided  strife  with  weeds.  Even  the  hand-hoe 
rarely  helped  cereals  in  the  struggle,  for  the  cost  was  heavy,  and  the 
work,  unless  carefully  supervised,  was  easily  scamped. 

In  1837  hand-labour  alone  gathered  the  crops.  Com  was  out  by 
scythes,  fagging  hooks,  or  sickles  ;  if  with  the  first,  each  sc3rtheman 
was  followed  by  a  gatherer  and  a  binder  ;  a  stooker  and  raker  com- 
pleted the  party.  When  a  good  man  headed  the  gang,  with  four 
men  to  each  sc3rtheman,  two  acres  a  day  per  scythe  were  easily 
completed.  Threshed  by  the  flail,  the  grain  was  heaped  into  a  head 
on  the  floor  of  the  bam.  The  chaff  was  blown  away  by  means  of 
the  draught  of  wind  created  by  a  revolving  wheel,  with  sacks  nailed 
to  its  arms,  which  was  turned  by  hand.  Thus  winnowed,  the  grain 
was  shovelled,  in  small  quantities  at  a  time,  into  a  hopper,  whence  it 
ran,  in  a  thin  stream,  down  a  screen  or  riddle.  As  the  stream 
descended,  the  smaller  seeds  were  separated  and  removed.  The 
wheat  was  then  piled  at  one  end  of  the  bam,  and  "  thrown  *'  in  the 
air  with  a  casting  shovel  to  the  other  extremity.  The  heavy  grain 
went  furthest ;  the  lighter,  or  "  tail,"  dropped  short.  To  some  of 
the  com  in  both  heaps  the  chaff  still  adhered.  These  "  whiteheads  " 
were  removed  by  fanning  in  a  large  basket  tray,  pressed  to  the  body 
of  the  fanner,  who  tossed  the  grain  in  the  air,  at  the  same  time  lower- 
ing the  outer  edge  of  the  tray.  By  this  process  the  whiteheads  were 
brought  to  the  top  and  extremity  of  the  fan,  whence  they  were 
swept  by  the  hand.  Lastly  the  com  was  measured,  and  poured  into 
four-bushel  sacks,  ready  for  market.  The  operation  of  dressing  was 
slow.  As  the  sun  streamed  through  a  crack  in  the  barn-door,  it 
reached  the  notches  which  were  cut  in  the  wood-work  to  mark  the 
passage  of  time  and  the  recurrence  of  the  hours  for  lunch  and  dinner. 
The  operation  was  expensive  as  well  as  slow,  costing  from  six  to  seven 
shillings  a  quarter.  Hay  was  similarly  made  in  all  its  stages  by 
hand,  and  with  a  care  which  preserved  its  colour  and  scent.  The 
grass,  mown  by  the  scythe,  fell  into  swathes.  These  were  broken 
up  by  the  haymakers,  drawn  with  the  hand-rake  into  windrows, 
first  single,  then  double.  The  double  windrows  were  pulled  ov^ 
once,  put  first  into  small  cocks,  then  into  larger  which  were 
topped  up  and  trinmied  so  as  to  be  shower  proof,  and  finally 
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arranged  in  cart-rows  for  pitching  and  loading.  Women,  working 
behind  the  carts,  allowed  scarcely  a  blade  to  escape  their  rakes. 

The  farmer  in  1837  had  a  reaper  at  his  command,  but  he  did  not 
value  the  gift.  Its  sudden  popularity  illustrates  a  point  which  is 
perpetually  recurring  in  the  history  of  agricultural  machinery.  As 
soon  as  the  want  is  created,  the  machine  is  not  only  discovered  but 
appreciated.  Many  attempts  were  made  to  perfect  a  reaper.  But 
none  met  with  any  real  success  till  machines  not  only  cut  the 
com  but  laid  it  in  sheaves,  till  fields  were  enlarged,  till  thorough 
drainage  was  adopted,  and,  as  a  consequence,  the  old  high-ridging 
system  abandoned.  It  is  a  sign,  and  a  consequence,  of  changes 
in  farming  that  the  Rev.  Patrick  Bell's  reaper,  invented  in  1826,  was 
not  really  appreciated  till  Kf  was  manufactured  (1863)  by  Crosskill 
as  the  ''Beverley  Reaper."  Threshing  and  winnowing  machines 
were  to  be  found  on  a  few  large  farms,  or  travelled  the  country  cm 
hire,  worked  by  horse,  water,  or  steam  power.  For  feeding  stock, 
chaff-cutters  and  tumip-slicers  were  already  known ;  but  they  made 
their  way  slowly  into  use.  Chaff  was  still  generally  cut,  and  turnips 
split,  by  a  chopper.  If  cattle  or  sheep  were  unable  to  bite,  they  ran 
the  risk  of  being  starved. 

No  one  who  studies  the  agriculture  of  1837  can  fail  to  notice  liie 
perpetual  contrast,  often  in  the  most  glaring  form,  between  the 
practices  of  adjoining  agriculturists.  A  hundred  fanners  plodded 
along  the  Elizabethan  road,  while  a  solitary  neighbour  marched  in 
the  track  of  the  twentieth  century.  Discoveries  in  scientific  farm- 
ing, put  forward  as  novelties,  were  repeatedly  found  to  be  in  practice 
in  one  district  or  another.  The  great  need  was  the  existence  of 
some  agency  which  would  raise  the  general  level  of  farming  by  making 
the  best  practices  of  the  best  agriculturists  common  knowledge.  The 
problem  was  not  readily  solved.  To  diflFuse  scientific  and  practical 
information  among  agriculturists  was  difficult  seventy  years  ago. 
Books  were  expensive,  and  those  for  whom  they  were  written  were 
often  unable  to  read.  Few  of  the  agricultural  works  published 
before  the  reign  of  Victoria  were  produced  by  men  of  practical 
experience.  Extravagant  promises  or  incorrect  science  too  often 
discounted  the  value  of  useful  suggestions.  What  was  really  wanted 
was  ocular  demonstration  of  the  superiority  of  new  methods,  or  the 
example  of  men  of  authority  who  combined  scientific  with  practical 
knowledge.  Some  of  the  agricultural  societies  abeady  in  existence 
were  doing  good  work  in  conmiunicating  the  results  of  ei^periments, 
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organising  ahows,  and  encouraging  discoveries ;  others  met  rather  for 
the  oonsomption  of  meat  and  drink  than  for  the  discussion  of  their 
production.  The  Board  of  Agriculture  had  established  a  strong 
claim  to  the  gratitude  of  farmers  by  providing  Davy's  lectures  on 
agricultural  chemistry  in  1803-13.  But  its  dissolution  in  1822  had 
been  one  of  the  symptoms  of  distress.  The  foundation  of  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  of  England,  projected  in  1837,  established  in 
1838,  and  incorporated  by  Royal  Charter  in  1840,  with  Queen 
Victoria  as  patron,  was  at  once  a  sign  of  revival  and  a  powerful 
agent  in  restoring  prosperity. 

Among  the  founders  of  the  Society  were  many  of  the  best-known 
landowners  and  most  practical  agriculturists  of  the  day.  Their 
association  in  a  common  cause  carried  weight  and  authority  through- 
out the  whole  country.  Their  recognition  of  their  territorial  duties 
and  enthusiasm  for  the  general  advancement  of  agriculture  were 
communicated  to  others,  and  commanded  success  by  their  sincerity. 
The  Society  met  a  recognised  want  in  the  right  way.  It  proclaimed 
the  alliance  between  practical  farmers  and  men  both  of  capital  and 
of  science ;  it  indicated  the  directions  in  which  agriculture  was 
destined  to  advance.  The  wise  exclusion  of  politics,  though  for  a 
moment  it  threatened  to  endanger  the  existence  of  the  new  institu- 
tion, eventually  secured  it  the  support  of  men  of  every  shade  of 
political  opinion.  By  the  comprehensiveness,  elasticity,  and  fore- 
sight, with  which  its  lines  of  development  were  traced,  it  has  been 
enabled  to  meet  the  varying  needs  of  seventy  years  of  change.  It 
has  encouraged  practical  farming  on  scientific  principles  ;  it  has  also 
encouraged  agricultural  science  to  proceed  on  practical  lines.  It  has 
by  premiums  and  pecuniary  aid  promoted  discovery  and  invention  ; 
by  its  shows  it  has  fostered  competition,  stimulated  enterprise,  and 
created  a  standard  of  the  best  possible  results,  methods,  processes, 
and  materials  in  British  agriculture.  Its  Jowmal  disseminated  the 
latest  results  of  scientific  research  at  home  and  abroad,  as  well  as 
the  last  lessons  of  practical  experience.  In  its  pages  will  be  found 
the  truest  picture  of  the  history  of  farming  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Victoria.  Starting  as  it  did  under  peculiarly  favourable  circum- 
stances, and  supported  by  writers  like  Philip  Pusey  and  Chandos 
Wren-Hoskyns,  it  commanded  the  pens  of  masters  in  the  lost  art  of 
agricultural  hterature— men  who  wrote  with  the  knowledge  of 
specialists  and  with  the  forcible  simplicity  of  practical  men  of  the 
world.    Without  exaggeration  it  may  be  said  that  the  general 
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standard  of  exoellenoe  to  which  farming  baa  attaiaed  thionghoat 
the  kingdom  has  been  to  a  considerable  extent  the  wotk  ot  the  Royal 
Agricultural  Society.  For  more  than  seventy  years  it  has  been  the 
heart  and  brain  of  agriculture.  The  local  associations  which  now 
compete  with  it  in  popularity  are  in  great  measure  its  own  creations, 
and  it  can  contemplate  with  pride,  unmixed  with  envy,  the  sturdy 
growth  of  its  own  children. 

From  1840  to  1901,  Queen  Victoria  was  the  patron,  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  patronage  the  Society  owed  much  of  its  prestige  and  con- 
sequent utility.  It  has  been  said  that  *'  agriculture  "  is  *'  the  pursuit 
of  kings  "  ;  yet  the  feeling  certainly  had  existed  that  farming  was 
beneath  the  dignity  of  gentry.  Fortunately  for  British  farming, 
landlords  have  had  a  truer  perception  of  their  territorial  duties  as 
well  as  of  their  pecuniary  interests.  In  taking  the  lead  they  have 
made  a  vast  outlay  of  private  capital.  Windsor,  Osborne,  Balmoral, 
Sandringham,  and  the  home-farms  of  large  landowners  have  set 
the  fashion,  and  afforded  the  model,  to  hosts  of  agriculturists.  They 
have  helped  not  only  to  raise  the  standard  of  British  farming,  but 
also  to  make  a  costly  industry  a  fashionable  yet  earnest  pursuit. 
A  detailed  history,  for  instance,  of  the  Windsor  farms  would  epito- 
mise the  history  of  agricultural  progress  in  the  nineteenth  century. 
Roads  were  laid  out.  Liebig's  discovery  that  warmth  is  a  saving  of 
food  was  acted  upon,  and  substantial  buildings  were  erected,  designed 
to  economise  the  expense  and  labour  of  cattle-feeding,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  preserve  manure  from  waste  or  impoverishment. 
Skilfully  selected  herds  of  pure-bred  Shorthorns,  Herefords,  and 
Devons  were  formed  ;  quantities  of  food  were  purchased  ;  the  soil 
was  drained  on  scientific  principles ;  the  arable  land,  for  the  most 
part  a  stiff  clay,  was  ameliorated  and  enriched  by  high  farming ; 
the  latest  inventions  in  implements  or  machinery  were  tested  and 
adopted  ;  the  grass-lands  were  improved  by  experiment  and  careful 
management ;  a  model  dairy,  designed  to  meet  the  exacting  require- 
ments of  modem  sanitation  and  convenience,  was  erected  ;  and,  to 
supply  the  milk,  a  pure-bred  herd  of  Jersey  cattle  was  formed  which 
soon  became  one  of  the  most  celebrated  in  the  country. 

The  work  which  the  RoyaJ  Agricultural  Society  was  established 
to  do  was  not  done  by  it  alone.  Other  societies,  as  well  as  associa- 
tions and  farmers'  clubs,  assisted  in  spreading  scientific  and  practical 
knowledge  of  farming.  Among  many  other  useful  writers  on  the 
subject  the  Rev.  W.  L.  Rham,  Youatt,  James  Johnston,  Henry 
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Stephens,  Dr.  Lindley,  and  John  Chahners  Morton,  as  Editor  of 
the  AgricuUural  OazeUe  did  excellent  service.  The  school-master 
was  abroad,  and  the  foundation  of  Cirencester  Agricultural  College 
in  1846  was  a  sign  of  the  times.  The  need  for  agricultural 
statistics,  which  had  long  been  severely  felt,  had  been  emphasised  by 
Sur  James  (then  Mr.)  Caird  in  1850-1.  But  it  was  not  till  1866  that 
the  want  was  suppUed.  Attempts  had  been  frequently  made  to 
obtain  statistical  information,  but  without  success.  Fear  of 
increased  taxation  closed  the  mouths  of  landowners  and  farmers. 
In  1855  a  House  of  Lords  Committee  recommended  the  compulsory 
collection  of  statistics  through  the  agency  of  the  Poor-Law  officials. 
Eleven  years  later  (1866)  the  Agricultural  Returns  of  Qreat  Britain 
for  the  first  time  supplied  an  accurate  account  of  the  acreage,  the 
cropping,  and  the  live-stock  of  the  country. 

The  new  alliance  of  science  with  practice  bore  rich  and  immediate 
fruit.  Science  helped  practical  farming  in  ways  as  varied  as  they 
were  innumerable.  Chemists,  geologists,  physiologists,  entomolo- 
gists, botanists,  zoologists,  veterinaries,  bacteriologists,  architects,, 
mechanics,  engineers,  surveyors,  statisticians,  lessened  the  risks  and 
multiplied  the  resources  of  the  farmer.  Steam  and  machinery 
diminished  his  toil  and  reduced  his  expenses.  His  land  was  neither 
left  idle  nor  its  fertility  exhausted.  Improved  implements  rendered 
his  labour  cheaper,  quicker,  surer,  and  more  effective.  New  means 
of  transport  and  increased  facilities  of  communication  brought  new 
markets  to  his  door.  Commodious  and  convenient  buildings  re- 
placed tumble-down  bams  and  draughty  sheds.  Veterinary  skill 
saved  the  lives  of  valuable  animals.  The  general  level  of  agriculture 
rose  rapidly  towards  that  which  only  model  farms  had  attained  in 
the  previous  period.  Sound  roads,  well-arranged  homesteads,  heavy 
crops,  well-bred  stock,  skilled  farmers,  and  high  farming  character- 
ised the  era  which  adopted  the  Royal  Agricultural  Society's  rule  of 
Practice  with  Science.  Cut  off  from  their  old  resource  of  increasing 
production  by  adding  to  the  cultivated  area,  deprived  of  the  aid  of 
Protection,  agriculturists  were  compelled  to  adopt  improved  methods. 
The  age  of  farming  by  extension  of  area  had  ended ;  that  of 
farming  by  intension  of  capital  had  b^^un. 

To  trace  out  in  full  detail  one  single  point  in  which  science  has 
helped  farmers  would  be  the  work  of  a  separate  volume.  Selection 
and  outline  are  all  that  is  possible.  Probably  the  most  striking  con- 
tributions which,  during  the  period  under  review,  were  made  to  the 
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progress  of  agricultiire  are  the  extension  of  drainage,  the  diaooveiy 
of  artificial  manures,  the  increased  purchase  of  feeding  stnfEs  for 
cattle,  the  improvement  of  implements,  the  readier  acceptance  of  new 
ideas  and  inventions.  Such  an  advance  was  impossible  in  the  days 
of  pack-waggons.  By  the  railways  cJl  that  farmers  had  to  sell  or 
wanted  to  buy, — com  and  cattle,  coaJ,  implements,  machinery, 
manures,  oil-cake,  letters  and  newiquipers,  as  well  as  the  men  them- 
selves,— ^were  conveyed  to  and  fro  more  expeditiously  and  more 
cheaply. 

Drainage  was  the  crying  need  of  the  day  both  for  pasture  and 
arable  land.  If  the  land  was  heavy  and  undrained  pasture,  the 
moisture-loving  plants  overpowered  the  more  nutritive  herbage; 
the  over-wetness  became  in  rainy  seasons  a  danger  to  the  stock ; 
the^arly  and  late  growth  of  grass  was  checked  ;  the  effect  of  autumn 
and  spring  frosts  was  more  severely  felt.  If  stiff,  retentive,  un- 
drained land  was  under  the  plough,  it  was  cultivated  at  greater  cost, 
on  fewer  days  in  the  year,  during  a  season  shorter  at  both  ends, 
than  lighter  soils  ;  unless  the  seasons  were  favourable,  it  produced 
late  and  scanty  harvests  of  com  and  beans,  was  often  unsafe  for 
stock,  could  bear  the  introduction  neither  of  roots  nor  of  green- 
cropping,  repeatedly  needed  bare  fallows,  wasted  much  of  the 
benefit  of  manures  and  feeding  stuff.  For  many  yesas  clay-farmers 
had  been  seeking  for  some  expedient  which  would  remedy  the  over- 
wetness  of  their  land,  and  enable  them  to  share  in  the  profits  that 
new  resources  had  placed  within  reach  of  their  neighbours  on  freer 
and  more  porous  soils.  It  was  upon  them  that  the  blow  of  agri- 
cultural depression  from  1813  to  1836  had  fallen  with  the  greatest 
severity.  Clay  farms  had  fallen  into  inferior  hands,  partly  because 
men  of  capital  preferred  mixed  or  grazing  farms.  Weaker  tenants 
were  thus  driven  on  to  the  heavier  land,  on  which  they  could  not 
afford  the  outlay  needed  to  make  their  holdings  profitable.  Yet 
their  strong  land,  if  seasons  proved  favourable,  was  still  cajxable 
of  yielding  the  heaviest  crops.  Some  process  was  needed  which 
would  so  change  the  texture  of  the  soil  as  to  render  it  more  friable, 
easier  to  work,  more  penetrable  to  the  rain,  more  accessible  to  air 
and  manure,  and  therefore  warmer  and  kindlier  for  the  growth  of 
plant  life. 

The  usual  expedient  for  carrying  off  the  water  from  heavy  soils 
was  the  open-field  practice  of  throwing  the  lemd  into  high  ridges, 
whence  the  rain  flowed  into  intervening  furrows,  which  acted  as 
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snrfaoe-drains.  But  this  device  not  only  stripped  the  land  of  some 
of  its  most  valuable  portions  by  washing  the  suzf  aoe  tilth  into  the 
funowsy  it  also  robbed  the  soil  of  the  fertilising  agencies  which 
rain-water  holds  in  solution  and  by  percolation  carries  downwards 
to  the  plants.  For  both  these  reasons  the  ancient  practice  of  such 
counties  as  Essex  and  Suffolk  was  a  great  advance.  In  those 
counties  trenches  were  cut  from  2  ft.  to  2}  ft.  in  depth  at  frequent 
intervals,  filling  the  bottom  of  the  cavity  with  boughs  of  thorn, 
heath,  or  alder,  and  the  soil  replaced.  Sometimes,  where  peat  or 
stones  were  easily  available,  they  were  used  instead  of  bushes. 
Sometimes  the  filling  was  only  intended  to  support  the  soil  until  a 
natural  arch  was  consolidated  to  form  a  waterway.  For  this  more 
temporary  purpose,  twisted  ropes  of  straw  or  hops,  or  a  wooden  plug, 
which  was  afterwards  drawn  out,  were  generaUy  employed.  In 
other  counties,  other  materials  or  devices  were  adopted.  Thus  in 
Leicestershire,  a  V-shaped  sod  was  cut,  the  bottom  end  taken  off, 
and  the  rest  replaced.  In  Hertfordshire,  at  the  lowest  part  of  the 
field,  a  pit  was  sunk  into  a  more  porous  stratum,  fiUed  up  with  stones, 
and  covered  in  with  earth.  Many  of  the  Suffolk  and  Essex  drains 
lasted  a  considerable  time  ;  but  the  arched  waterways  were  apt  to 
choke  or  fall  in,  and  the  depth  at  which  they  were  placed  was 
considered  unsuitable  for  land  under  the  plough.  So  littie  was  the 
practice  known  outside  these  two  counties  that  in  1841  its  existence 
was  a  revelation  to  so  enlightened  an  agriculturist  as  Philip  Pusey. 
In  tapping  springs,  caused  by  water  meeting  an  impervious  subsoil 
and  rising  to  the  surface,  most  useful  work  had  been  done  by  Joseph 
Elkington,^  a  Warwickshire  farmer  in  the  latter  half  of  the  eighteenth 
century.  Throughout  the  Midland  counties  his  services  were  in 
such  request  that  his  crow-bar  was  compared  to  the  rod  of  Moses. 
In  1797  he  had  received  £1,000  from  Parliament  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  and  an  attempt  was  made  to  reduce 
his  practice  to  rules.  But  his  success  was  so  much  the  result  of  his 
personal  observation  and  experience  that  the  attempt  failed.  The 
principles  of  drainage  were  not  yet  understood. 

In  1823  James  Smith  of  Deanston,  then  a  man  of  34,  began  to 
cultivate  the  smcdl  farm  attached  to  the  Deanston  Cotton  Works 
of  which  he  was  manager.    By  his  system  of  drainage  and  deep 

^  An  Account  of  the  moti  approved  Mode  of  Draining  Land  according  to 
ihe  System  practised  by  Mr.  Joseph  Elkington,  by  John  Johnstone,  Land  Sur- 
veyor, Edinburgh,  1797. 
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ploughing  he  converted  a  rosh-grovn  marsh  into  a  garden.    Hia 
drains  were  trenches  2|  ft.  deep,  filled  with  stones  and  covered  over,, 
cut  in  parallel  lines  from  16  to  21  ft.  apart.    Agriculturists  flocked 
to  Perthshire  to  see  with  their  own  eyes  the  transformation  and  its 
causes.    Smith's  Bemarks  on  Thorough  Draining  and  Deep  Ploughing 
(1831)  were  widely  read,  and  in  1834  he  was  examined  as  a  witness 
by  the  Committee  which  was  then  enquiring  into  the  condition  of 
agriculture.    The  value  of  his  experience  was  recognised  ;  enquiry 
and  discussion  were  excited.    In  1843  Josiah  Parkes,  profiting  by 
the  knowledge  which  he  had  acquired  in  draining  Ghat  Moss,  laid 
down  his  principles  of  drainage.    Thinking  that  Smith's  trenches 
were  too  shallow,  he  advocated  a  depth  of  four  feet,  which  would 
give  a  sufficient  layer  of  warm  mellow  surface  earth.    On  these 
principles  millions  of  acres  were  drained,  and  thousands  of  pounds 
wasted  where  drains  were  laid  too  deep.    The  necessary  implements 
were  quickly  perfected.    But  for  some  little  time  a  cheap  conduit 
remained  a  difficulty.    Stones  were  not  everywhere  available,  and, 
if  carted  and  broken,  their  use  was  expensive.    In  1843  John  Beade,^ 
a  gardener  by  trade  and  a  self-taught  mechanic,  produced  a  cylin- 
drical clay-pipe.    Two  years  later  (1845)  Thomas  Scragg  patented 
a  pipe-making  machine  which  enabled  the  kilns  to  work  cheaply 
and  expeditiously.    The  capital  and  the  soil  of  the  country  became 
acquainted  on  an  extensive  scale.    Within  the  next  few  years,  two 
large  public  loans  for  drainage,  repaid  by  annual  instalments,  were 
taken  up,  and  treble  the  amount  was  spent  by  private  owners  or 
advanced  by  private  companies.    Drainage  became  the  popular 
improvement  by  which  landlords  endeavoured  to  encourage  tenants 
who  were  dismayed  by  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.    It  gave  clay 
farmers  longer  seasons  and  added  to  the  number  of  the  days  on 
which  they  could  work  their  land ;  it  increased  the  ease  of  their 
operations  and  the  efficacy  of  their  manures  ;  it  secured  an  earlier 
seedtime  and  an  earlier  harvest,  raised  the  average  produce,  and 
lowered  the  cost  of  working  ;  it  enabled  the  occupiers  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  acres  to  profit  by  past  as  well  as  future  discoveries. 
Drainage  was  a  necessary  preliminary  to  profitable  manuring.    On 
undrained  land  farmers  could  not  use  to  full  advantage  the  new 

^  In  the  Weekly  MieceUany  for  the  Improvement  of  Husbandry,  etc.,  for 
August  22,  1727,  Stephen  Switzer  had  recommended  the  use  of  pipes  made 
of  "  potter *8  clay  "  for  the  conveyance  of  water,  and  advertised  that  the  pipes 
were  made  by  pipe-making  machines  which  enabled  the  kilns  to  work  cheaply 
and  expeditiously. 
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means  of  wealth  which  agricultural  chemistry  was  placing  at  their 
command.  But  while  drainage,  in  the  main,  helped  only  one  class 
of  farmers,  the  benefits  of  manure  were  universal.  The  practice 
of  manuring  is  of  immemorial  antiquity.  But  it  was  in  the  extended 
ohoice  of  fertilising  substances,  in  the  scientific  analysis  of  their 
composition  and  values,  in  their  concentration  and  portability,  and 
in  the  greater  range  of  time  at  which  they  could  be  profitably 
applied  that  a  prodigious  advance  was  made  during  the  Victorian 
ora. 

For  inland  farmers  in  rural  districts  the  choice  of  manures  was 
practically  limited  to  the  ashes  of  vegetable  refuse  which  represented 
the  food  drawn  by  the  plant  from  the  soil,  ^'  catch-cropping  "  with 
leguminous  crops,  folding  sheep,  and  farmyard  manure.  *'  Nothing 
like  muck"  had  become  a  proverb  when  there  was  practically 
"  nothing  but  muck  "  to  be  used.  On  the  same  poverty  of  fertilising 
resources  were  founded  the  severe  restrictions  against  selling  hay, 
straw,  and  roots  off  farms.  In  another  sense  the  proverb  is  true- 
fortunately  for  the  fertility  of  the  country.  Rich  both  in  organic 
and  inorganic  substances,  combining  both  nitrogen  and  minerals, 
possessing  for  the  loosening  of  clay  lands  a  peculiar  value,  farmyard 
manure  is  the  only  substance  which  contains  in  itself  all  the  con- 
stituent elements  of  fertility.  Our  predecessors  thus  commanded 
the  most  valuable  of  fertilising  agencies,  the  most  certain  and  the 
least  capricious.  But  in  their  open  unspouted,  unguttered  yards, 
in  their  ignorance  of  the  importance  of  the  liquid  elements,  and  with 
their  straw-fed  stock,  the  manure  was  both  wasted  and  impoverished. 
Nor  is  it  only  in  the  quantity  and  quality  of  dung,  or  in  its  collection 
and  treatment,  that  farmers  have  the  advantage  to-day.  Formerly 
distant  fields  suffered  when  no  concentrated  and  portable  fertiliser 
existed,  and,  valuable  though  dung  is,  its  uses  are  not  unlimited.  In 
the  infancy,  moreover,  of  agricultural  science,  men  had  little  know- 
ledge of  the  composition  of  soils,  the  necessities  of  plant  life,  or  the 
special  demand  that  each  crop  makes  on  the  land.  It  is  in  all  these 
respects  that  modem  resources  are  multiplied.  The  supply  of  con- 
centrated {)ortable  manures,  adapted  by  their  varied  range  to  all 
conditions  of  the  soil,  capable  of  restoring  those  elements  of  fertility 
which  each  particular  crop  exhausts,  and  applicable  at  different 
stages  of  plant  life,  is  the  greatest  achievement  of  modem  agri- 
cultural science. 

It  is  to  the  great  German  chemist  liebig  that  modem  agriculture 
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owes  the  origin  of  its  most  striking  development.  In  1840  his 
Chemisbry  in  Us  applicatione  to  Agriculture  and  PhyHoiogy  ^  oleaily 
traced  the  relations  between  the  nutrition  of  plants  and  the  com- 
position of  the  soil.  In  his  mineral  theory  he  was  proved  to  be 
mistaken ;  but  his  book  revolutionised  the  attitude  which  agri- 
culturists had  maintained  towards  chemistry.  So  great  was  the 
enthusiasm  of  country  gentlemen  for  Idebig  and  his  discoveries,  as 
popularised  by  men  like  Johnston  and  Voelcker,  that  the  Royal 
Chemical  Society  of  1845  was  in  large  measure  founded  by  thdr 
efforts.  But  if  the  new  agriculture  was  bom  in  the  laboratory  of 
Oiessen,  it  grew  into  strength  at  the  experimental  station  of  Botham- 
sted.  To  Sir  John  Lawes  and  his  colleague  Sir  Henry  Gilbert 
(himself  a  pupil  of  Liebig)  farmers  of  to-day  owe  an  incalculable 
debt.  By  their  experiments,  continued  for  more  than  half  a 
century,  the  main  principles  of  agricultural  science  were  established  ; 
the  objects,  method,  and  effects  of  manuring  were  ascertained  ;  the 
scientific  bases  for  the  rotation  of  crops  were  explained ;  and  the 
results  of  food  u{)on  animals  in  producing  meat,  milk,  or  manure 
were  tested  and  defined.  On  their  work  has  been  built  the  modem 
fabric  of  British  agriculture. 

With  increased  knowledge  of  the  wants  of  plant  or  animal  life 
came  the  supply  of  new  means  to  meet  those  requirements.  Arti- 
ficial manure  may  be  roughly  distinguished  from  dung  as  purchased 
manures.  Of  these  fertilising  agencies,  farmers  in  1837  already 
knew  soot,  bones,  salt,  saltpetre,  hoofs  and  horns,  shoddy,  and  such 
substances  as  marl,  clay,  lime  emd  chalk.  But  they  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  nitrate  of  soda,  of  Peruvian  guano,  of  superphosphates, 
kainit,  muriate  of  potash,  rape-dust,  sulphate  of  ammonia,  or  basic 
slag.  Though  nitrate  of  soda  was  introduced  in  1835,  and  ex- 
perimentally employed  in  small  quantities,  it  was  in  1850  still  a 
novelty.  The  first  cargo  of  Peruvian  guano  was  consigned  to  a 
Liverpool  merchant  in  1835  ;  but  in  1841  it  was  still  so  little  known 
that  only  1,700  tons  were  imported  ;  six  years  later  (1847)  the  im- 
portation amounted  to  220,000  tons.  Bones  were  beginning  to  be 
extensively  used.  Their  import  value  rose  from  £14,395  in  1823  to 
£254,600  in  1837.  As  originally  broken  in  small  pieces  with  a 
hammer,  they  were  slow  in  producing  their  effect ;  but  the  rapidity 

^  Orgcuiic  Chemistry  in  its  applications  to  AffricttUure  and  Physiology,  By 
Justus  Liebig :  edited  from  the  manuscript  of  the  author  by  Lyon  Playfair» 
1840. 
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of  their  action  was  enormously  increased  by  grinding  them  to  a  coarse 
meal.  Bape-dost  was  not  known  in  the  South  of  England  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Victorian  era.  In  1840  Liebig  suggested  the  treat- 
ment of  bones  with  sulphuric  acid,  and  in  1843  Lawes  began  the 
manufacture  of  superphosphate  of  lime,  and  set  up  his  works  at 
Bow.  So  far  the  chemists  ;  the  next  step  was  taken  by  geologists. 
At  the  suggestion  of  Professor  Henslow,  the  same  treatment  to 
which  bones  were  already  subjected  was  applied  to  coprolites,  and 
the  rich  deposits  of  Cambridgeshire  and  other  counties,  as  well  as 
kindred  forms  of  mineral  phosphates,  imported  from  all  parts  of 
the  world,  were  similarly  ''  dissolved."  Even  Peruvian  guano  was 
subjected  to  the  same  treatment.  Another  important  addition  to 
the  wealth  of  fertilising  agencies  was  made  by  Odams,  who  about 
1850  discovered  the  manurial  value  of  the  blood  and  garbage  of 
London  slaughter-houses,  mixed  with  bones  and  sulphuric  acid. 

It  is  in  the  means  of  applying  appropriate  manures  to  lands 
which  are  differently  composed,  and  to  crops  which  vary  in  their 
special  requirements,  that  modem  farmers  enjoy  exceptional 
advantages  over  their  predecessors.  The  active  competition  of 
rival  manufacturers  assisted  the  adoption  of  the  new  fertilisers. 
Many  men,  who  would  not  listen  to  the  lectures  of  professors,  or 
read  the  articles  of  chemical  experts,  were  worried  by  persistent 
agents  for  the  sale  of  patent  manures  into  giving  them  a  trial. 
Indirectly,  their  use  led  to  clean  farming.  A  farmer  who  had  paid 
£10  a  ton  for  manure  was  unwilling  to  waste  half  its  value  on  wet 
ill-drained  land.  He  was  less  likely  to  allow  it  to  fertilise  weeds,  and 
the  more  ready  to  buy  a  machine  to  distribute  it  carefully.  Thus, 
as  consequences  of  purchased  fertilisers,  followed  the  extensive  use 
of  the  drain-pipe,  the  drill,  the  hand-hoe,  and  the  horse-hoe.  Yet 
chemical  science  did  not  at  once  fulfil  the  sanguine  expectations 
which  were  formed  of  its  capacity  in  the  early  '^  Fifties."  The 
confident  hope  that  the  specific  f ertiUty  extracted  by  a  crop  could 
be  restored  by  a  corresponding  manure  was  scarcely  confirmed  by 
experience  ;  and  many  a  farmer  did  himself  as  much  harm  as  good 
by  the  application  of  fertilisers  which  were  unsuited  to  his  land. 

Manure  and  drainage  acted  and  reacted  upon  one  another  :  the  one 
encouraged  the  other.  Previous  rules  of  successive  cropping  were 
revolutionised  ;  more  varied  courses  were  gradually  and  universally 
introduced.  The  old  exhausting  system  of  two  or  three  crops 
and  a  bare  fallow  was  abandoned  when  land  had  been  drained,  and 
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fertilisers,  portable,  cheap  and  abundant,  were  placed  at  the  com- 
mand of  the  farmer.  Without  manure  the  attempt  to  grow  roots 
or  clover  failed ;  their  introduction  only  protracted  the  shift,  and 
aggravated  the  difficulty  of  inevitable  exhaustion.  Now,  however, 
the  principle  was  gradually  established  that  he  who  put  most  into 
his  land  got  most  out.  Farmers  recognised  by  ezx>erience,  when  the 
means  were  at  their  disposal,  that,  on  the  one  hand,  if  they  mined 
their  land  their  land  ruined  them,  and  that,  on  the  other  hand, 
only  those  who  have  lathered  can  shave.  It  was  in  readiness  to 
invest  capital  in  the  land  that  one  of  the  chief  differences  between 
the  earlier  race  of  agriculturists  and  the  modem  type  of  farmer 
became  most  conspicuous.  The  main  objects  of  the  former  were  to 
feed  their  families  and  avoid  every  possible  outlay  of  cash.  Hard- 
living  and  hard-working,  they  rarely  thought  of  spending  sixpence 
on  manure,  still  less  on  cattle  food  to  make  it.  They  gave  little  to 
the  land  and  received  little.  The  consequent  loss  in  the  national 
means  of  subsistence  can  scarcely  be  exaggerated.  Modem  farmers, 
on  the  other  hand,  not  only  purchased  thousands  of  tons  of  artificial 
fertilisers.  They  also  bought  for  their  live-stock  vast  quantities  of 
feeding-stuff,  which  supplemented  their  own  produce.  Boots,  clover, 
beans,  barley-meal,  hay,  chaff,  as  well  as  artificial  purchased  food, 
were  supplied  to  the  sheep  and  cattle,  which  once  had  only  survived 
the  winter  as  bags  of  skin  and  bone.  Just  as  guano  from  Peru 
was  turned  into  English  com,  or  bones  from  the  Pampas  into  English 
roots,  so  the  Syrian  locust-pod,  the  Egyptian  bean,  the  Indian  com, 
or  the  Russian  linseed  were  converted  into  English  meat.  The 
gain  to  the  nation  was  immense,  and  to  the  farmer  it  was  not  small. 
The  return  on  his  money  was  quickened.  He  sold  his  stock  to  the 
butcher  twice  within  the  same  time  which  was  formerly  needed  to 
prepare  them  once,  and  that  less  perfectly.  At  the  same  time  his 
command  of  manure  was  trebled  in  quantity  and  quahty,  and  on 
clay  lands  his  long-straw  muck  was  of  special  value. 

The  changes  which  have  been  noticed  in  modem  farming  necessi- 
tated more  frequent  operations  of  tillage,  which,  without  mechanical 
inventions  would  have  been  too  costly  to  be  possible.  Here,  again, 
science  came  to  the  aid  of  the  farmer,  and  supplied  the  means  of 
making  his  labour  cheaper,  quicker,  and  more  certain.  The  Royal 
Agricultural  Society  may  legitimately  pride  itself  on  the  useful  part 
which  it  has  played  in  introducing  to  the  notice  of  agriculturists 
the  new  appliances  which  mechanical  skill  has  placed  at  their  service. 
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Yet,  when  the  Society  was  founded,  none  of  its  promoters  foresaw 
the  importance  of  the  mechanical  department.  At  the  Oxford  show 
in  1839  one  gold  medal  was  awarded  for  a  collection  of  implements ; 
three  silver  medals  were  allotted ;  and  a  prize  of  five  pomids  was 
given  for  "  a  paddle  plough  for  raising  potatoes."  At  the  show  at 
Olouoester  in  1853,  2,000  implements  were  exhibited.  The  modem 
system  of  farming  had,  in  the  interval  of  fourteen  years,  built  up  a 
huge  industry  emploj^  in  providing  the  agricultural  implements 
that  it  required. 

In  tilling  the  land,  sowing,  harvesting,  and  marketing  their  crops, 
modem  farmers  command  a  choice  of  effective  implements  for  which 
their  predecessors  knew  no  substitute.  Between  1837  and  1874, 
ploughs  in  every  variety,  light  in  draught,  efficient,  adaptable  to  all 
sorts  of  soil,  were  introduced.  Harrows  suited  for  different  operations 
on  different  kinds  of  land,  scarifiers,  grubbers,  cultivators,  clod- 
crushers,  came  into  general  use.  Steam  supplied  its  motive  power 
to  the  cultivator  (1851-6)  and  to  the  plough  (1867).  As  an  auxiliary 
in  wet  seasons,  or  in  scarcity  of  labour,  or  on  foul  land,  or  to  back- 
wardness of  preparation,  the  aid  of  steam  may  be  invaluable.  But 
few  farmers  can  afford  to  own  both  horse-power  and  steam-power, 
and  without  horses  they  cannot  do.  The  time  may,  however,  be 
near  at  hand  when  agriculturists  may  find  it  not  only  invaluable, 
but  indispensable,  to  rely  on  an  arm  that  never  slackens,  never  tires, 
and  never  strikes.  Com  and  seed  drills  deposited  the  seed  in 
accurate  lines,  and  at  that  uniform  depth  which  materially  promotes 
the  untformity  of  sample  so  dear  to  barley  growers.  Rollers  and 
land-pressers  consolidated  the  seed-bed.  Manure  drills  distributed 
fertilisers  unknown  to  farmers  in  1837.  Horse-hoes  gained  in 
popularity  by  improved  steerage  gear.  Grosskill's  Beverley  reaper 
was  followed  within  the  next  twenty  years  by  lighter  and  more 
convenient  machines.  Mowing  machines,  haymakers,  horse-rakes, 
shortened  the  work  of  the  hay-field.  Light  carts  or  waggons  super- 
seded their  heavy,  broad-wheeled  predecessors.  Elevators  lessened 
the  labour  of  the  harvesters  in  the  yard.  Threshing  and  winnowing 
machines  had  been  invented  in  the  eighteenth  century.  But  in  the 
South  of  England,  partly  perhaps  from  the  difficulty  of  supplying 
labourers  with  winter  work,  the  flail  was  still  almost  universal  for 
threshing.  From  1850  onwards,  however,  steam  began  to  be  applied 
as  a  motive  power  to  machines,  and  within  the  next  ten  years 

several  makers  were  busily  competing  in  the  manufacture  of  steam- 
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driv6Q  bacn-maohiiieiyy  which  threshed  the  com,  raised  the  straw 
to  the  k3ft,  winnowed  and  drooaod  the  grain,  divided  it  aooording  to 
quality,  delivered  it  into  sacks  ready  for  market,  and  set  aode  the 
tailings  for  pigs  and  poultry.  Nor  did  mechanical  sdenoe  neglect 
the  live-stock  industry,  the  development  of  which,  in  connection  with 
oom-growing,  was  a  feature  of  the  period.  Here,  too,  machinery 
economised  the  fanner's  labour.  He  already  knew  the  turnip-cutter 
and  the  chaff-cutter ;  but  now  the  same  oogine  which  superseded 
the  flaO,  pumped  his  water,  ground  his  com,  crushed  his  cake,  spht 
his  beans,  cut  his  chaff,  pulped  his  turnips,  steamed  and  boiled  his 
food.  Without  the  aid  of  mechanical  invention  farming  to-day 
would  be  at  an  absolute  standstill.  No  farmer  could  find,  or  if  he 
found  could  pay,  the  staff  of  scarce  and  expensive  labour  without 
which  in  1837  agricultural  produce  could  not  be  raised,  secured,  and 
marketed. 

The  improvements  which  have  been  indicated  were  not  the  work 
of  a  day.  On  the  contrary,  during  the  first  few  years  of  the  reign— 
the  only  period  passed  under  Ptoteotion — ^progress  was  neither 
rapid  nor  unchecked.  Farmers  in  general  were  preparing  for  high 
farming ;  they  had  not  yet  adopted  its  practices.  Whatever 
advance  had  been  made  between  1837  and  1846  was  probably  lost 
in  the  five  succeeding  years.  Abundant  materials  exist  for  ocnn- 
paiison.  On  the  one  side  are  the  Reports  of  the  Reporters  to  the  old 
Board  of  Agriculture  (1793-1816) ;  and  the  Bq>orts  to  the  successive 
Commissions  (1815-36) ;  on  the  other,  there  are  the  Reports 
published  in  the  early  numbers  of  the  Journal  of  (he  Boyd  Agri- 
euftttrol  Sooidy^  the  evidence  given  before  the  Select  Committee 
of  1848  on  tenant-right  and  agricultural  customs,  the  letters  of  Caird 
to  The  Times  in  1850-1,  afterwards  embodied  in  his  BngUeh  Agri- 
cuUure  in  1850-1,  and  the  letters  of  the  Commissioner  to  the  Morning 
Chronicle  during  the  same  period.  It  is  plain  that  in  1846  no 
universal  progress  had  been  effected ;  that  many  landowners  had 
made  no  effort  to  increase  the  productiveness  of  their  land ;  tiiat 
high  farming  was  still  the  exception ;  that  the  new  resouroes  were 
not  yet  generally  utilised ;  and  that  more  than  half  the  owners  and 
occupiers  of  the  land  had  made  but  littie  advance  on  the  ideas  and 
practices  of  the  eighteenth  century.  Another  period  of  disaster, 
short  but  severe,  forced  home  the  necessary  lessons,  and  usbeied  in 
the  ten  years,  1853-62,  which  were  the  golden  age  of  English  agri- 
culture* 
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The  railway  manias  and  their  ooUapse  in  1845-7  had  depressed 
every  industry.  The  failiiie  of  the  potato  crop  in  1845*6  caused 
appalling  f  amine,  and  led  to  the  Repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  When  in 
1846  Protection  was  abandoned  for  Free  Trade,  an  agricultural 
panic  was  the  result.  Caiid's  pamphlet  on  High  Fofmmg  •  .  •  Ae 
beH  Subgiiiuie  for  ProtecUon  (1848)  pointed  out  the  true  remedy. 
But  for  the  moment  he  preached  in  the  wildemess.  The  discovery 
of  guano  and  the  abolition  of  the  Brick  and  Timber  Duties  seemed  no 
adequate  set-off  to  the  anticipated  consequences  of  Free  Trade  in 
grain.  Agriculturists  predicted  the  ruin  of  their  industry,  and  their 
prophecies  seemed  justified  by  falling  prices  in  1848-50.  Many 
landlords  and  tenants  had  been  encouraged  by  Protection  to  gamble 
in  land.  Extravagant  rents  had  been  fixed,  which  were  not  justified 
by  increased  produce.  Gaird  calculated  in  1860  that  rentals  had 
risen  100  per  cent,  since  1770,  while  the  yield  of  wheat  per  acre  had 
only  risen  14  per  cent. — ^from  23  to  26}  bushels.  In  1850  wheat 
stood  at  the  same  price  which  it  had  realised  eighty  years  before 
(40b.  3d.).  On  the  other  hand,  butter,  meat,  and  wool  had  risen 
respectively  100  per  cent.,  70  per  cent.,  and  100  per  cent.  The 
great  advance  which  had  been  made  was,  in  fact,  in  live-stock. 
Competition  in  farms  had  been  reckless,  and  the  consequences  were 
inevitable  when  prices  showed  a  downward  tendency.  Here  and 
there  rents  were  remitted,  but  few  were  reduced.  Clay  farmers,  as 
before,  were  the  worst  sufferers  ;  dairy  and  stock  farmers  escaped 
comparatively  lightly.  But  the  loss  was  widespread.  Much  land 
was  thrown  on  the  hands  of  landlords,  and  efforts  were  made  to 
convert  a  considerable  area  of  arable  into  pasture. 

From  1853  onwards,  however,  matters  rapidly  righted  themselves. 
Qold  discoveries  in  Australia  and  California  raised  prices ;  trade 
and  manufacture  throve  and  expanded ;  the  Free  Trade  panic 
subsided ;  courage  was  restored.  The  Crimean  War  dosed  the 
Baltic  to  Russian  com.  During  the  '"  Sixties,"  while  the  Continent 
and  America  were  at  war,  England  enjoyed  peace.  The  seasons 
were  uniformly  favourable  ;  harvests,  except  that  of  1860,  were  good, 
fair,  or  abundant ;  the  wheat  area  of  1854,  as  estimated  by  Lawes, 
rose  to  a  little  over  four  million  acres  ;  imports  of  com,  meat,  and 
dairy  produce  supplemented,  without  displacing,home  supplies.  Even 
the  removal  of  the  shilling  duty  on  com  in  1860  produced  little  effect. 
Counteracted  as  it  was  by  the  demand  for  grain  from  France  in 
1870-71,  it  failed  to  help  foreign  growers  to  force  down  the  price  of 
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British  com.  Wool  maintained  an  extraordinarily  high  prioe. 
Idnoohi  wool,  for  instance,  rose  from  13d.  per  lb.  in  1851  to  27d. 
in  1864.  Even  when  com  began  to  decline  in  valne,  meat  and  dairy 
produce  maintained  their  price,  or  even  advanced.  Money  was 
ponred  into  land  as  the  best  investment  for  capital.  Men  like  Mechi 
of  Tiptree  Hall,  who  had  made  fortunes  in  trade,  competed  for  f anns, 
and  became  enthosiastk  exponents  of  their  theories  of  scientific 
agricnltore.  Rentals  rose  rapidly ;  yet  still  farmers  made  money. 
Holdings  were  enlarged  and  consolidated ;  farmhouses  became 
labourers'  cottages ;  a  brisk  trade  was  carried  on  in  machinery. 
EBgh  hopes  were  entertained  of  steam.  Enormous  and,  as  has  since 
been  proved,  exoeesivesums  were  spent  on  farm  buildings.  Drainage 
was  carried  out  extensively,  and  it  was  now  that  the  general  level 
of  farming  rose  rapidly  towards  the  best  standard  of  individual 
farmers  in  1837.  Crops  reached  limits  which  production  has  never 
since  exceeded,  and  probably,  so  far  as  anything  certain  can  be 
predicted  of  the  unknown,  never  will  exceed. 

During  the  period  from  1853  to  1874  little  attention  was  in 
England  paid  to  improvements  in  d€ur3dng.  But  in  live-stock 
progress  was  great  and  continuous.  The  advance  was  the  more 
remarkable  as  it  was  made  in  the  face  of  outbreaks  of  the  rinderpest, 
pleuro-pneumcmia,  and  foot-and-mouth  diseases.  Foot-and-mouth 
disease  had  been  more  or  less  prevalent  since  1839,  and  pleuro* 
pneumonia  since  1840.  But  the  scourge  of  rinderpest  in  1865, 
commonly  oaUed  the  cattie-plague,  compelled  energetic  action.^ 
In  stamping  out  the  pest  the  two  other  diseases  were  nearly  ex- 
tinguished, so  that  good  results  flowed  from  a  disaster  which  caused 
widespread  ruin.  The  multiplication  of  shows  encouraged  com- 
petition ;  stock-breeding  became  a  fashion,  and  *'  pedigree "  a 
mania  among  men  of  wealth. 

It  was  in  cattie  and  sheep  that  the  improvement  was  most  clearly 
marked,  though  neither  horses  nor  pigs  were  neglected.  Not  only 
did  Shorthorns,  Herefords,  and  Devons  attain  the  highest  standard 

^  In  the  week  ended  Feb.  24,  1866,  17,870  cattle  weve  returned  as  infeoted 
by  the  diseaae.  The  Cattle  Diaeaaea  Prevention  Act,  dated  Feb.  20,  1866, 
inade  the  alaughter  of  dieeaaed  animals  oompulaory.  The  effect  waa  aeen  at 
once.  In  the  week  ending  March  3,  1866,  10,971  cattle  were  attacked,  and 
in  the  week  ending  March  10,  10,066  were  killed.  At  the  end  of  April  the 
weekly  tables  ahowed  4,442  attacked ;  towards  the  end  of  May,  1,687 ;  in 
the  laat  week  of  June,  338.  In  the  laat  week  of  the  year  the  number  had 
dwindled  to  8.  Appendix  /.  to  Report  on  Cattle  Plague  during  the  yean  1866^ 
1866,  1867  (Parliamentary  Paper  of  1868,  CkL  4060),  p.  4. 
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of  ezoeQenoe  id  symmetiy,  and  quality,  but  other  breeds,  now  almost 
as  well-known,  were  rapidly  brought  to  perfection.  Especially  ib 
this  true  of  the  Aberdeen-Angus,  the  Sussex,  Ajnshire,  and  Channel 
Island  breeds.^  Other  breeds  were  similarly  imjiroved  by  societies 
and  the  compilation  of  herd-books.  Thus  the  Black  cattle  of  South 
Wales  and  the  Norfolk  and  Suffolk  Bed  Polled  breed  have  had  their 
herd-books  since  1874.  In  sheep  the  improvement  was,  perhaps, 
even  more  striking.  The  historic  Leioesters,  Cotswolds,  and  South* 
downs  still  held  their  own,  but  other  breeds  made  rapid  strides  in 
the  popular  favour.  The  improved  Unoolns,  the  Oxford  Downs, 
Hampshire  Downs,  and  Shropshires  are  almost  creations  of  the 
period.  Between  1866  and  1874  the  number  of  cattle  in  Great 
Britain  rose  from  under  five  millions  to  over  six  milUons,  and  sheep 
had  increased  to  over  thirty  millions  in  1874.  Nor  was  there  only 
an  increase  in  numbers.  The  average  quality  was  greatiy  improved, 
and  good  sheep  and  cattle  were  widely  distributed. 

^The  Shorthorn  Society  was  founded  in  1870:  the  Hereford  Herd-book 
appeared  in  1846,  and  the  Hereford  Herd-book  Society  was  inooj^porated  in 
1878 :  the  Devon  Herd-book  appeared  in  1851.  The  first  volume  of  the 
Aberdeen- Angus  Polled  Herd-book  was  issued  in  1862,  and  the  seoond  in 
1872 :  the  Sussex  Herd-book  Society  published  its  first  volume  (1855-78)  in 
1879 ;  the  Ayrshire  Herd-book  Society  was  established  in  1877  and  published 
its  first  volume  in  1878;  the  English  Herd-book  of  Jen^  Oattle  was  first 
issued  in  1879»  and  the  English  Jersey  Cattle  Society  was  incorporated  in 
1883. 


CHAPTER  XVIIL 

ADVERSITY.    1874-1912. 

SiNGB  1862  the  tide  of  agricoltaral  prosperity  had  ceased  to  flow ; 
after  1874  it  turned,  and  rapidly  ebbed.  A  period  of  depression 
began  which,  with  some  fluctaations  in  severity,  continued  through- 
out the  rest  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Victoria,  and  beyond. 

Depression  is  a  word  which  is  often  loosely  used.  It  is  geneEaUy 
understood  to  mean  a  reduction,  in  some  cases  an  absence,  of  profit, 
accompanied  by  a  consequent  diminution  of  employment.  To  some 
extent  the  condition  has  probably  become  chrooic.  A  decline  of 
interest  on  capital  lent  or  invested,  a  rise  in  wages  of  labour,  an 
increased  competition  for  the  earnings  of  management,  caused  by 
tbe  spread  of  education  and  resulting  in  the  reduction  or  stationary 
character  of  those  earnings,  are  permanent  not  temporary  tendencies 
of  civilisation.  So  far  as  these  symptoms  indicate  a  more  general 
distribution  of  wealth,  they  are  not  disquieting.  But,  from  time 
to  time,  circumstances  combine  to  produce  acute  conditions  of 
industrial  collapse  which  may  be  accurately  caUed  depression. 
Such  a  crisiB  occurred  in  agriculture  from  1875  to  1884,  and  again 
from  1891  to  1899. 

Industrial  undertakings  are  so  inextricably  interlaced  that  agri- 
cultural depression  cannot  be  entirely  dissevered  from  commercial 
depression.  Exceptional  periods  of  commercial  di£Sculty  had  for 
the  last  seventy  years  recurred  with  such  regularity  as  to  give 
support  to  a  theory  of  decennial  cycles.^  In  previous  years,  each 
recurring  period  had  resulted  in  a  genuine  panic,  due  as  much  to 
defective  information  as  to  any  real  scarcity  of  loanable  capital. 
The  historic  failure  of  Overend  and  Gumey  in  1866  and  tiie  famous 
*'  Black  Friday  "  afford  the  last  example  of  this  acute  form  of 
crii^is.    Better  means   of   obtaining   accurate   intelligence,   more 

^E.g,  1S25-6,  1S36-7,  1S47,  1857, 1866,  1877-8. 
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aooesaiblB  sapplies  of  capital,  the  greater  stability  of  the  Bank  of 
Bnj^aiid  have  combined  with  other  causes  to  minimise  the  risk  of 
financial  stampedes.  But,  though  periods  of  depression  cease  to 
produce  the  old-fashioned  panic,  H^ey  are  not  less  exhausting. 
Their  approach  is  more  gradual ;  so  also  is  the  recoyery.  Disaster 
and  revival  are  no  longer  concentrated  in  a  few  months.  Years 
pass  before  improvement  is  ai^parent ;  the  magnitude  of  the  dis- 
taress  is  concealed  by  its  difiEusion  over  a  longer  period.  The  agri- 
cultural depressions  of  1875-84  and  of  1891-99  had  all  the 
characteristics  of  the  modem  type  of  financial  crisis. 

In  1870  had  begun  an  inflation  of  prices.  The  outbreak  of  the 
Franco-German  War  and  the  withdrawal  of  France  and  Germany 
from  commercial  competition  enabled  England  to  increase  her 
exports  ;  the  opening  of  the  Suez  Canal  (1869)  stimulated  the  ship- 
building trade ;  the  railway  development  in  Germany  and  America 
created  an  exceptional  demand  for  coal  and  iron.  Expanding 
trade  increased  the  consuming  power  of  the  population,  and  main- 
tained the  prices  of  agricultural  produce.  The  wisest  or  wealthiest 
landowners  refused  the  temptation  to  advance  rents  on  sitting 
tenants.  But  in  many  cases  rents  were  raised,  or  farms  were 
tendered  for  competition.  Farmers  became  infected  with  the  same 
spirit  of  gambling  which  in  trade  caused  the  scramble  for  the 
investment  of  money  in  hazardous  enterprises.  In  their  eagerness 
for  land  they  were  led  into  reckless  biddings,  which  raised  rentals 
beyond  reasonable  limits.  In  1874  the  reaction  began.  Demand 
had  returned  to  normal  limits ;  but  the  abnormal  supply  continued. 
Over-production  was  the  result.  The  decline  of  the  coal  and  iron 
trade,  the  stoppage,  partial  or  absolute,  of  cotton  mills,  disputes 
between  masters  and  men,  complications  arising  out  of  the  Eastern 
'question,  the  default  on  the  Turkish  debt,  disturbances  of  prices 
owing  to  fluctuations  in  the  purchasing  power  of  gold  and  silver, 
combined  to  depress  every  industry.  In  1878  the  extent  to  which 
trade  had  been  undermined  was  revealed  by  the  failure  of  the 
Glasgow,  Caledonian,  and  West  of  England  Banks.  One  remarkable 
feature  of  the  crisis  was  that  it  was  not  local  but  universal.  New 
means  of  communication  had  so  broken  down  the  barriers  of  nations 
that  the  civilised  world  suffered  together.  Everywhere  prices  feU, 
trade  shrank,  insolvenoieB  multiplied.  In  the  United  States  the 
indirect  consequences  of  the  industrial  collapse  of  1873-4  proved  to 
be  of  disastrous  importance  to  English  fanning.    A  railway  panic, 
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a  fall  in  the  price  of  manofaetmed  articlee,  a  deeline  ia  wagee  dro^e 
thouaanda  oat  ot  the  towng  to  settle  as  agrioultariats  on  the  viigKa 
soib  of  the  West. 

l^g>M^  farming  suffered  from  the  same  causes  as  every  other 
home  industry.  In  addition*  it  had  its  own  special  difficulties. 
The  collapse  ct  British  trade  checked  the  growth  of  the  consuming 
power  at  home  at  the  same  time  that  a  series  ot  inclement  seasons* 
followed  by  an  overwhetaning  increase  of  foreign  competition,, 
paialysed  the  efforts  of  farmers.  For  three  years  in  succession, 
bleak  springs  and  rainy  summers  produced  short  cereal  crops  of 
infericxr  quality,  mildew  in  wheat,  mould  in  hops,  blight  in  other 
crops,  disease  in  cattle,  rot  in  sheep,  throwing  heavy  lands  into  foul 
condition,  deteriorating  the  finer  grasses  of  pastures.  In  1875-^ 
the  increasing  volume  of  imports  ^  prevented  prices  from  rising  to- 
compensate  deficiencies  in  the  yieU  of  com.  The  telegraph,  steam 
carriage  by  sea  and  land,  and  low  freights,  consequent  on  declining 
trade,  annihilated  time  and  distance,  destroyed  the  natural  monopoly 
ot  iffozimity,  and  enabled  the  world  to  compete  with  English  pro* 
ducers  in  the  home  markets  on  equal,  if  not  more  favourable,  terms. 
Instead  of  there  being  one  harvest  every  year,  there  was  now  a 
harvest  in  every  month  of  each  jrear.  In  1877  prices  advanced, 
owing  to  the  progress  of  the  Ru8so*TurkiBh  War.  But  the  potato- 
crops  failed,  and  a  renewed  outbreak  of  the  cattle-plague,  thou^^ 
speedily  suppressed,  hit  stockowners  hard.  The  tithe  rent-charge 
was  nearly  £12  above  its  par  value.  Rates  were  rising  rapidly. 
Land-agents  b^gan  to  complain  of  the  scarcity  of  eligible  tenanta 
for  vacant  corn-land.  During  the  sunless  nngenial  summw  of 
1879,  with  its  icy  rains,  the  series  of  adverse  seasons  culminated  in 
one  of  the  worst  harvests  of  the  century,  in  an  outl»eak  of  jdenro- 
pneumonia  and  foot-and-mouth  disease  among  cattle,  and  among 
sheep  a  disastrous  attack  of  the  liver  rot,  which  inflicted  an  enormoua 
loss  on  flockmasters.  The  English  wheat  crop  scarcely  averaged 
16|  bushels  to  the  acre.  In  similar  circumstances,  farmers  might 
have  been  compensated  for  the  shortness  of  yield  by  an  advance  in 
price.  This  was  no  longer  the  case  in  1879.  America,  which  had 
enjoyed  abundant  harvests,  poured  such  quantities  of  wheat  into 
the  country  as  to  bring  down  prices  below  the  level  of  the  favourable 
season  of  the  preceding  year.  At  the  same  time,  American  cheese 
so  glutted  the  market  as  to  create  a  record  for  cheapness.    Thus,. 

*  For  the  growth  of  f onigii  importo  of  food,  tee  Appendix  Vm. 
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at  the  mam^it  when  Englkih  fanners  were  already  enfeebled  by 
their  loM  of  capital,  they  were  met  by  a  staggering  blow  from 
foreign  competition.  They  were  fighting  against  low  prices  aa  well 
as  adverse  seasons. 

English  farmers  were,  in  fact,  confronted  with  a  new  problem. 
How  were  they  to  hold  their  own  in  a  treacherons  climate  on  highly 
rented  land,  whose  fertility  required  constant  renewal,  against 
produce  raised  under  more  genial  skies  on  cheaply  rented  soils, 
whose  virgin  richness  needed  no  fertilisers  ?  To  a  generation 
familiar  with  years  of  a  prosperity  which  had  enabled  English 
farmers  to  extract  more  from  the  soil  than  any  of  their  foreign 
rivals,  the  changed  conditions  were  unintelligible.  The  new  position 
was  at  first  less  readily  understood,  because  the  depression  waa 
mainly  attributed  to  the  accident  of  adverse  seasons,  and  because 
the  gradng  and  dairj^ing  districts  had  as  yet  escaped.  Thousands 
of  tenants  on  corn-growing  lands  were  unable  to  pay  their  rents. 
In  many  instances  they  were  kept  afloat  by  the  help  of  wealthy 
landlords.  But  every  landowner  is  not  a  Dives  ;  the  majority  sit 
at  the  rich  man's  gate.  In  most  cases  there  was  no  reduction  of 
rents.  Remissions,  sometimes  generous,  sometimes  inadequate, 
were  made  and  renewed  from  time  to  time.  Where  the  extreme 
urgency  of  the  case  was  imperfectly  realised,  many  old  tenants 
were  mined.  It  was  not  till  farms  were  relet  that  the  necessary 
reductions  were  made,  and  then  the  men  who  profited  were  new 
occupiers. 

If  any  doubt  still  existed  as  to  the  reality  of  the  depression, 
especially  in  corn-growing  districts,  it  was  removed  by  the  evidence 
laid  before  the  Duke  of  Richmond's  Commission,  which  sat  from 
1879  to  1882.  The  Report  of  the  Commission  established,  beyond 
possibility  of  question,  the  existence  of  severe  and  acute  distress^ 
and  attributed  its  prevalence,  primazily  to  inclement  seasons, 
secondarily  to  foreign  competition.  It  was  generally  realised  that 
the  shrinkage  in  the  margin  of  profit  on  the  staple  produce  of 
agriculture  was  a  more  or  less  permanent  condition,  and  that  renta 
must  be  readjusted.  Large  reductions  were  made  between  1880 
and  .1884,  and  it  was  calculated  that  in  England  and  Wales  alone 
the  annual  letting  value  of  agricultural  land  was  thus  decreased  by 
6}  millions.  Yet  in  many  cases  the  rent  nominally  remained  at 
the  old  figure.  Only  remissions  were  granted,  which  were  uncertain 
in  amount,  and  therefore  disheartening  in  effect.    According  to- 
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Jamet  CSurd's  evideiDoe  given  in  1880,  beioro  the  Royal  Oom- 
mianon  on  Depmaion  of  Tirade,  the  yeatlj  inoome  of  laiidlotda, 
tenantB,  and  labooien  had  diminiahed  ainoe  1876  by  £42,800,000. 

The  worst  waa  by  no  means  over.  On  the  oontxary,  the  pieaaare 
of  foreign  competition  gradually  extended  to  other  branohea  of 
agrieoltnxe.  The  nuHnentam  of  a  great  indostry  in  any  given  direo- 
ticHi  cannot  be  aneated  in  a  day ;  still  less  can  it  be  diverted  towards 
another  goal  without  a  conaideraUe  expenditure  of  time  and  money. 
Unreasonable  complaints  were  made  against  the  obstinate  con- 
servatism of  agricaltarists,  because  they  were  unable  to  effaot  a 
costly  change  of  front  as  easUy  as  a  man  tarns  in  his  bed.  Tlie 
aims  and  metbods  of  farming  were  gradnally  adapted  to  meet 
the  changed  conditions.  As  wheat,  barley,  and  oats  declined 
towards  the  lowest  prices  of  the  centory,  increased  attention  was 
paid  to  gracing,  dairying,  and  such  minor  products  as  vpgetablos, 
fmit,  and  poultry.  The  com  area  of  England  and  Wales  shrank 
from  8,244,392  acres  in  1871  to  5,886,052  acres  in  1901.^  Between 
the  same  years  the  area  of  permanent  pasture  increased  from 
11,367,298  acres  to  15,399,025  acres.  Yet  before  the  change  was 
complete  farmers  once  more  found  themselves  checkmated.  The 
old  adage  '*  Down  horn,  up  com  "  had  once  held  trae.  Now  both 
were  down  together.  Till  1885  the  prices  of  fat  cattle  had  been 
well  maintained,  and  those  of  sheep  till  1890.  Both  were  now 
beginning  to  decline  before  the  pressure  of  foreign  competition. 
Up  till  1877  both  cattle  and  sheep  had  been  chiefly  sent  in  alive 
from  European  countries.  Now,  America  and  Canada  joined  in 
the  trade,  and  the  importation  of  dead  meat  rapidly  increased. 
Consignments  were  no  longer  confined  to  beef  and  pigs'  meat. 
New  Zealand  and  the  Republic  of  Argentina  entered  the  lists.  The 
imports  of  mutton,  which  in  1882  did  not  exceed  181,000  cwts.,  and 
chiefly  consisted  of  meat  boiled  and  tinned,  rose  in  1899  to  3|  million 
cwts.  of  frocen  carcases.  The  importation  of  cheese  rose  by  more 
than  a  third ;  that  of  butter  was  doubled ;  that  of  wool  increased 
more  than  two-fold.  Meanwhile  the  outgoings  of  the  farmer  were 
steadily  mounting  upwards.  Maohineiy  cost  more ;  labour  rose  in 
price  and  deteriorated  in  efficiency.  The  expenses  of  production 
rose  as  the  profits  felL 

Some  attempt  was  made  by  Parliament  to  relieve  the  industry. 
The  recommendations  of  the  Richmond  Commission  were  gradually 

^  For  ststistiQB  of  sgriealtore,  mo  Appendix  DL 
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carried  iato  effect.  GiantB  were  made  in  aid  of  local  taxation. 
Measures  were  adopted  to  stamp  out  disease  amongst  live-stock, 
and  to  protect  farmers  against  the  adulteration  of  feeding-stufb, 
and  against  the  sale  of  spoiious  batter  and  cheese.  The  primary 
liability  for  tithe  rent-charge  was  transferred  from  occupiers  to 
owners  (1891).  The  law  affecting  limited  estates  in  land  was 
modified  by  the  Settled  Lands  Act  (1882).  A  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  was  passed,  which  attempted  to  equalise  rates  on  the 
carriage  of  home  and  foreign  produce.  The  permissive  Agri* 
cultural  Holdings  Act  of  1875,  which  was  not  incorrectly  described 
as  a  '*  homily  to  landlords  **  on  the  subject  of  unexhausted  improve- 
ments, was  superseded  by  a  more  stringent  measure  and  a 
modification  of  the  law  of  distress  (1883).  A  lilinister  of  Agriculture 
was  appointed  (1889),  and  an  Agricultural  Department  established. 
But  the  legislature  was  powerless  to  provide  any  substantial  help. 
Food  was,  so  to  speak,  the  currency  in  which  foreign  nations  paid 
for  English  manufactured  goods,  and  its  cheapness  was  an  undoubted 
blessing  to  the  wage-eaming  community.  Thrown  on  their  own 
resources,  agriculturists  fought  the  unequal  contest  with  courage 
and  tenacity.  But,  as  time  went  on,  the  stress  told  more  and  more 
heavily.  Manufacturing  populations  seemed  to  seek  food-markets 
everywhere  except  at  home.  Enterprise  gradually  weakened ; 
landlords  lost  their  ability  to  help,  farmers  their  recuperative  power. 
Prolonged  depression  checked  costly  improvements.  Drainage  was 
practically  discontinued.  Both  owners  and  occupiers  were  engaged 
in  the  task  of  making  both  ends  meet  on  vanishing  incomes.  Land 
deteriorated  in  condition ;  less  labour  was  employed ;  less  stock 
was  kept ;  bills  for  cake  and  fertilisers  were  reduced.  The  counties 
which  suffered  most  were  the  corn-growing  districts,  in  which  high 
farming  had  won  its  most  signal  triumphs.  On  the  heavy  clays  of 
Essex,  for  example,  thousands  of  aores,  which  had  formerly  yielded 
great  crops  and  paid  high  rents,  had  passed  out  of  cultivation  into 
ranches  for  cattle  or  temporary  sheep-runs.  On  the  light  soils  of 
Norfolk,  where  skill  and  capital  had  wrested  large  profits  from  the 
reluctant  hand  of  Nature,  there  were  widespread  ruin  and  bankruptcy. 
Throughout  the  Eastern,  Midland,  and  Southern  counties, — 
wherever  the  land  was  so  heavy  or  so  light  that  its  cultivation  was 
naturally  unremunerative, — ^the  same  conditions  prevailed.  The 
West  on  the  whole,  suffered  less  severely.  Though  milk  and  butter 
had  fallen  in  price,  dairy-farmers  were  profiting  by  the  cheapness  of 
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grain,  which  waa  ruining  their  ocxn-gEowing  neighbours.  Abnost 
everywhere  retrenohment,  not  development,  was  the  enf oioed  policy 
of  agriculturiBts.  The  expense  of  laying  land  down  to  grass  was 
shirked,  and  arable  areas  which  were  costly  to  woi^  were  allowed 
to  tumble  down  to  rough  paatuie.  Economy  ruled  in  farm  manage- 
ment ;  labour  bills  were  reduced,  and  the  number  of  mea  employed 
on  the  land  dwindled  as  the  arable  area  contracted.^ 

During  the  years  1883-90,  better  seasons,  remissions  of  rent,  the 
fall  in  tithes,  relief  from  some  portion  ot  the  burden  of  rates,  had 
arrested  the  process  of  impoverishment.  To  some  extent  the  heavy 
land,  whether  arable  or  pasture,  which  wet  seasons  had  deteriorated, 
recovered  its  tone  and  condition.  But  otherwise  there  was  no 
recovery.  Landlords  and  tenants  still  stood  on  the  verge  of  ruin. 
Only  a  slight  impulse  was  needed  to  thrust  them  over  the  border 
line.  Two  cold  summers  (1891-2),  the  drought  in  1893,  the  unpro- 
pitious  harvest  of  1894,  coupled  with  the  great  fall  in  prices  of  com, 
cattle,  sheep,  wool,  butter,  and  milk  produced  a  second  crisis, 
scarcely,  if  at  all,  less  acute  than  that  of  1879.  In  this  later  period 
of  severe  depression,  unseasonable  weather  played  a  less  important 
part  than  before.  But  in  all  other  respects  the  position  of  agri- 
culturists was  more  disadvantageous  than  at  the  earlier  period. 
Foreign  competition  had  relaxed  none  of  its  pressure;  on  the 
contrary,  it  had  increased  in  range  and  in  intensity.  Nothing  now 
escaped  its  influence.  But  the  great  difference  lay  in  the  compara- 
tive resources  of  agriculturists.  In  1879  the  high  condition  of  the 
land  had  supplied  farmers  with  reserves  of  fertility  on  which  to 
draw ;  now,  they  had  been  drawn  upon  to  exhaustion.  In  1879, 
again,  both  landlords  and  tenants  were  still  possessed  of  caiMtai ; 
now,  neither  had  any  money  to  qieod  in  attempting  to  adapt  their 
land  to  new  conditions. 

In  September,  1893,  a  Royal  Commission  was  appointed  to  enquire 
into  the  depression  of  agriculture.  The  evidence  made  a  startling 
revelation  of  the  extent  to  which  owners  and  occupiers  of  land,  aud 
the  land  itself,  had  been  impoverished  since  the  Report  of  the  Duke 
of  Richmond's  Commission.  It  showed  that  the  value  of  produce 
had  diminished  by  nearly  one  half,  while  the  cost  of  production  had 
rather  increased  than  diminished;  that  quantities  of  corn-land 
had  passed  out  of  cultivation ;  that  its  restoration,  whfle  the  presMit 
prices  prevailed,  was  economically  impossible ;  that  its  adaptation 
^  See  Ceneus  Retume  of  Oeoapations,  Appeofdiz  VIL 
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to  other  uses  required  an  immediate  outlay  which  few  owners  oould 
afford  to  make.  Scarcely  one  bright  feature  relieved  the  gloom 
of  the  outlook.  Foreign  competition  had  falsified  all  predictions. 
No  patent  was  possible  for  the  improved  processes  of  agriculture ; 
they  could  be  appropriated  by  all  the  world.  The  skill  which 
British  f armefs  had  acquired  by  half  a  century  of  costly  experiments 
was  turned  against  them  by  foreign  agriculturists  working  under 
more  favourable  conditions.  Even  distance  ceased  to  afford  its 
natural  protection  either  of  time  or  cost  of  conveyance,  for  not  even 
the  perishable  products  of  foreign  countries  were  excluded  from 
English  markets.  Yet  the  evidence  collected  by  the  Commission 
established  some  important  facts.  It  proved  that  many  men, 
possessed  of  ample  capital  and  energy,  who  occupied  the  best 
equipped  farms,  enjoyed  the  greatest  liberty  in  cropping,  kept  the 
best  stock,  and  were  able  to  continue  high  farming,  had  weathered 
the  storm  even  on  heavy  land  ;  that  small  occupiers  employing  no 
labour  but  their  own  had  managed  to  pull  through ;  that,  on 
suitable  soils,  market  gardening  and  fruit-farming  had  proved 
profitable ;  that,  even  on  the  derelict  clays  of  Essex,  Scottish  milk* 
farmers  had  made  a  living.  At  no  previous  period,  it  may  be  added, 
in  the  history  of  fanning  were  the  advantages  and  disadvantcbges  of 
English  land-ownership  more  strongly  illustrated.  Many  tenants 
renting  land  on  encumbered  estates  were  ruined,  because  their 
hard-pressed  landlords  were  unable  to  give  them  financial  help. 
At  least  as  many  were  nursed  through  the  bad  times  by  the  assist- 
ance of  landowners  whose  wealth  was  derived  from  other  sources 
than  agricultural  land. 

When  the  extent  of  the  agricultural  loss  and  suffering  is  con- 
sidered, the  remedies  adopted  by  the  legislature  seem  trivial.  Yet 
some  useful  changes  were  made.  Farmers  were  still  further  pro- 
tected against  adulteration  of  cake,  fertilisers,  and  dairy  produce 
by  the  provisions  of  The  Fertilisers  and  Feeding  Stuffs  Act  (1893) 
and  the  Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act  (1899).  The  Market  Gardeners 
Compensation  Act  (1895)  enabled  a  tenant,  where  land  was  specifi- 
cally let  for  market  garden  purposes,  to  claim  compensation  for  all 
improvements  suitable  to  the  business,  even  though  they  had  been 
effected  without  the  consent  of  the  landlord.  Hie  Improvement 
of  Land  Act  (1899)  gave  landowners  increased  facilities  for  carry- 
ing out  improvements  on  borrowed  money.  The  amendment  of 
the  Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals  Act  (1896),  requiring  all  foreign 
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aaimab  to  be  alaiig^teired  at  the  port  of  landing,  was  a  valuable 
step  towarda  proventing  the  spread  of  inf eotioiu  The  Agricultural 
Bates  Act  (1896)  aad  the  subsequent  Gbntinuation  Acts  (1901,  etc.), 
though  they  were  only  palliatives  which  did  not  settle  the  many 
questions  involved  in  the  increasing  burden  of  rates,  rendered  the 
load  of  local  taxation  for  the  moment  less  oppressive.  After  all, 
agriculturists  received  littie  assistance  from  Pariiament.  They  had 
to  help  themselves.  Conditions  slowly  mended.  More  favourable 
seasons,  rigid  economy  in  expenses,  attention  to  neglected  branches 
of  the  industry  have  combined  to  lessen  the  financial  strain.  But  the 
greatest  relief  has  been  afforded  by  the  substantial  reduction  in  the 
rents  of  agricultural  land,  which  has  resulted  in  a  fairer  adjustment 
of  the  economic  pressure  of  low  prices  as  between  owners  and 
occupiers. 

The  state  of  agriculture  in  1901-2  has  been  described  by  a  dis- 
tinguished man  of  letters,  who  is  also  a  practical  farmer.  In  the 
two  portly  volumes  of  his  Rural  England,  Sir  H.  Bider  Haggard 
has  collected  a  mass  of  evidence,  gathered  from  what  he  himself 
saw  and  heard  in  27  counties  of  England.  The  wjork  is  a  monument 
of  physical  energy  and  endurance.  It  is  also  a  contemporaiy 
record  of  rural  facts  and  conditions,  to  which  time  will  add  historical 
value.  Future  generations  will  turn  to  Sural  England  as  the  present 
generation  turns  to  Arthur  Young,  or  William  Marshall,  or  James 
Gaird.  Yet  the  situation  which  Sir  H.  Bider  Hag^^ard  described 
ten  years  ago  has  already  improved.  The  problem  of  agricultural 
labour  continues  to  be  acute ;  the  burden  of  rural  rates  has  doubled. 
But  no  unprejudiced  observer  in  1912  would  paint  the  picture  of 
farming  to-day  in  such  gloomy  colours.  Owing  partly  to  the 
reduction  of  rents,  partly  to  the  improvement  in  prices  obtained  for 
agricultural  produce,  partly  to  economies  in  management,  the 
present  financial  condition  of  agriculture,  as  compared  with  1901, 
may  be  described  as  prosperous.  If  he  were  not  haunted  by  ibe 
unknown  terrors  of  social  legislation,  and  the  consequent  insecurity 
of  his  tenure,  a  tenant-farmer  might  possibly  admit  to  himself  in 
secret  that  his  industry  has  not  been  in  a  sounder  position  for  the 
last  35  years. 

Since  the  disasters  of  1874-86,  and  under  the  continuous  pressure 
of  foreign  competition,  agriculture  has  profoundly  changed.  A 
loss  of  capital  so  great,  a  period  of  depression  so  prolonged,  the 
intrusion  of  so  new  and  diiturbing  an  element  in  every  calculation/ 
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could  soaxoely  fail  to  affect  every  side  of  farming.  Yet  at  no  time 
dDiing  this  trying  period  was  improvement  completely  arrested. 
On  the  contrary,  it  not  only  continued  in  the  old-established  forms 
of  tbe  industry,  but  extended  to  a  variety  of  other  branches.  What 
were  formerly  the  by-products  of  farming  have  assumed  a  new 
importance.  When  once  landlords  and  tenants  realised  that  the 
prospect  of  a  rise  in  the  prices  of  cereals  was  for  years  to  come 
remote,  and  when,  more  slowly,  they  became  convinced  that  Pro- 
tection of  food  produce  can  never  be  revived  on  a  scale  which  can 
really  help  corn-growers,  they  set  themselves  to  develop  the  land 
on  more  varied  lines.  The  area  of  corn-crops  was  reduced.  Wood* 
lands,  which  were  only  valued  for  beauty  or  as  game  covers,  b^an 
to  be  treated  commercially  on  the  piincijdes  of  scientific  forestry. 
The  development  of  the  milk  trade,  dairying,  pasture-famung, 
flower-growing,  market-gardening,  poultry-keeping  is  characteristic 
of  the  new  period.  The  Wobum  experimental  fruit-farm  haa 
collected  a  mass  of  tested  experiments  for  the  guidance  of  fruit- 
growers. Farmers  grow  potatoes,  brusseb,  and  other  market* 
garden  crops  on  their  land.  It  is  the  day  of  small  things.  If 
money  could  no  longer  be  made  in  farzning,  it  might  still  be  saved. 
Instead  of  the  large  stake  and  open-handed  expenditure  of  the  old- 
fashioned  corn-grower,  there  are  many  small  stakes  and  a  careful 
attention  to  minute  details.  The  eggs  are  not  crowded  into  one 
basket,  but  are  distributed  in  many  baskets. 

Variety  is  one  of  the  enforced  improvements  in  modem  farming ; 
attention  to  detail  is  another ;  strict  economy  is  a  third ;  the 
stoppage  of  leakages  is  a  fourth.  Farmers  themselves  have  changed 
for  the  better  as  captains  of  industry.  To-day  they  are  for  the 
most  part  alert,  receptive  of  new  ideas,  keenly  sensible  of  their 
debt  to  science,  eager  to  accept  its  latest  suggestions.  In  all 
departments  of  agriculture  it  is  now  realised  that  the  best  produce 
commands  the  readiest  sale,  and  a  more  general  approximation  to  a 
high  standard  of  farming  may  be  legitimately  regarded  as  advance. 
In  corn-growing  there  is  no  increased  production.  But  prices,  not 
skill  and  enterprise,  are  the  chief  bar  to  greater  yields.  Agriculture 
differs  essentially  from  manufacture.  The  larger  the  output  of 
goods,  the  lower  the  average  cost  of  production  to  the  manufacturer. 
It  is  not  so  with  the  farmer.  The  bushels  that  are  added  to  the 
ordinary  yield  are  those  which  are  most  expensive  to  raise  and 
increase  the  average  cost  of  production.    Experiments  at  Rotham* 


384  ADVERSITY,  1874-1912 

sted  and  Sawbridgeworth  have  sho^m  that  it  is  poeaible  to  grow 
<com  year  alter  year,  without  rotations  of  crops,  without  stock- 
keeping,  and  without  deterioration  of  the  soil.  But  the  experiment 
has  proved  to  be  of  little  practical  value,  because  at  present  prices 
it  is  too  costly  to  keep  the  land  clean  for  continuous  corn-growing. 
In  live-stock,  improvements  have  been  continuous,  and  have  even 
received  a  fresh  impulse  from  the  prolonged  collapse  of  corn- 
growing.  Old  breeds  have  been  revived  and  brought  into  com- 
petition with  their  established  rivals  ;  societies  and  pedigree  books 
have  become  almost  universal.  Some  of  the  most  important  of  tiie 
new  foundations  are  the  Hunter  Improvement  Society  (1885),  the 
Suffolk  Stud-book  Association  (1877),  the  Hackney  Horse  Society 
(1884),  the  Qeveland  Bay  Society  (1884),  the  Yorkshire  Ot>aoh 
Horse  Society  (1887) ;  the  Galloway  Oattle  Society  (1877),  the 
Highland  C!attle  Society  (1884),  the  Guernsey  CSattie  Society  (1886), 
the  Kerry  and  Dexter  Herdbook  (189a2),  the  Welsh  Black  Oattle 
Society  (1904),  the  British  Holstein  Cattle  Society  (1909).  Flock- 
books  were  published  for  Shropshire  Sheep  (1883),  Oxford  Downs 
(1889),  Hampshire  Donns  (1890),  Dorset  Horns  (1892)  and  Downs 
<1906),Linoolns  and  Ootswolds(1892),Leicesters  and  Cheviots  (1893), 
Bomney  Marsh  (1895),  Border  Leicesters  (1899),  Welsh  Mountain 
Sheep  (1905).  Ciross-breeding  for  mutton  with  the  hardy  mountain 
breeds  has  been  introduced  into  the  North,  and  extensively  prevails. 
The  popularity  of  polo  has  created  a  new  industry.  The  Polo  Pony 
Society  (1893)  wiU  probably  develop  and  improve  such  hill  and 
mountain  breeds  as  those  of  Dartmoor,  Exmoor,  the  New  Forest, 
or  Wales,  all  of  which  already  have  their  associations  or  societies. 

The  branches  of  fanning  which  had  been  comparatively  neglected 
in  the  past  were  naturally  those  in  which  recent  improvements 
have  been  most  marked.  To  the  treatment  of  pastures,  for  example, 
increased  attention  has  been  paid  since  De  Laune  and  Oanruthers 
did  their  pioneer  work.  Their  management  is  now  better  under- 
stood. In  manuring  grass-lands,  the  necessity  of  studying  their 
characteristic  vegetation,  the  different  needs  of  meadows  and 
pastures,  the  use  of  occasiona]  liming,  the  value  of  basic  slag  (1883) 
have  been  demonstrated,  and  based  on  scientific  principles.  The 
increased  importance  of  poultry-farming  and  marketrgaidening, 
again,  has  been  illustrated  by  the  care  and  pains  bestowed  on  their 
improvement.  In  aU  the  new  as  well  as  the  old  departments  of 
iarming,  science  and  mechanical  ingenuity  have  not  stood  still. 
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Both  have  achieved  notable  triumphB.  It  speaks  volumes  for  the 
energy  of  agriculturists  that,  in  the  face  of  much  discouragement, 
so  much  has  been  accomplished.  It  is  no  slight  proof  of  their 
practical  ability  that  enterprise  should  have  been  so  promptly 
directed  into  those  branches  of  the  industry  which  still  promised 
profits. 

In  its  hour  of  need,  agriculture  found  in  science  its  most  useful 
help.  Over  a  long  range  of  subjects  science  has  established  the 
relations  of  cause  and  effect,  reduced  practice  to  principles,  sub- 
stituted certainties  for  surmises,  laws  for  rules  of  thumb.  Qeology 
and  chemistry  have  given  to  tillers  of  the  soil  their  invaluable  aid. 
Geology  has  taught  the  reasons  which  govern  the  superfluity  or 
absence  of  bottom  water,  furnished  definite  classifications  of  soils, 
ascertained  the  composition  of  the  different  strata,  explained  the 
principles  that  control  their  capabilities  and  deffceea  of  fertility. 
Chemistry  by  its  anal3nses  reveals  the  elements  on  which  depend  the 
agricultural  values  of  land,  studies  its  mechanical  condition  and 
its  influence  on  crops,  suggests  how  to  remove  differences  or  supply 
deficiencies,  to  equalise  varieties  in  the  character  of  the  soil,  or  to 
restore  its  exhausted  properties,  analyses  fertilisers  and  feeding 
stufb,  assists  husbandry  at  every  stage  and  in  the  minutest  details. 
In  the  Bothamsted  experiments  are  summarised  its  triumphs.  It 
is  a  matter  of  national  congratulation  that  those  experiments,  each 
year  more  valuable  from  their  continuity,  have  not  been  interrupted 
by  the  deaths  of  Sir  John  Lawes  (bom  1814)  in  1900,  cmd  of  Sir 
Henry  Gilbert  (bom  1817)  in  1901.  The  re-discovery  of  Mendel's 
theory  of  heredity,  first  published  in  1865,  has  opened  out  new 
vistas  of  possibility  to  stock-breeders,  helped  to  correct  some  of 
the  abuses  of  continuous  in-and-in  breeding,  promises  to  fix  new 
variations,  to  blend  useful  characteristics  in  one  type,  to  establish 
new  strains  of  live-stock.  Similar  experiments  are  being  conducted 
in  the  cross-fertilisation  of  crop  and  pasture  plants,  designed  to 
produce  new  types  of  earlier  maturity,  increased  vigour  of  growth, 
greater  power  to  resist  the  attacks  of  insect  pests  or  fungi,  heavier 
weight,  stronger  yield,  better  quality.  Through  meteorology 
science  is  attempting  to  solve  the  perplexities  of  farmers  by  fore- 
casts of  the  weather.  It  has  suggested  the  potential  capacity  of 
electricity  to  increase  the  fertility  of  the  soil. 

In  the  prevention,  if  not  in  the  cure,  of  disease  science  has  made 
rapid  advance.    Veterinary  skill  every  year  prevents  the  loss  of 
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innumerable  Uvee  of  valuable  animab.  The  ancient  cow-leech  is 
saperseded  by  practitioners,  who  detect  bacilli  aJmost  as  unerringly 
as  their  medical  brethren.  The  cause  of  anthrax  has,  at  least, 
been  discovered,  and  a  preventive  suggested  in  inoculation ;  the 
tuberculin  test  provides  the  means  of  detecting  latent  tuberculosis 
in  cattle ;  redwater  has  been  traced  to  its  source ;  the  minute 
agent  of  the  virus  in  swine-fever  is  revealed ;  acorn-fever,  which 
proved  fatal  to  numbers  of  young  cattle  in  1900,  has  been  diagnosed 
and  distinguished  from  mere  indigestion.  In  foot-and-mouth  dis- 
ease, the  period  of  latency  or  incubation  has  been  defined,  though 
the  nature,  origin,  and  means  of  transmission  of  the  infection  still 
require  investigation.  In  another,  yet  similar,  direction  science  has 
achieved  new  successes  pecidiarly  appropriate  to  this  day  of  small 
things,  when  minute  attention  to  detail  often  turns  loss  into  gain. 
Miss  Ormerod  (1828-1901),  for  many  years  the  friend  and  adviser 
of  farmers  on  the  subject  of  insect  pests  injurious  to  the  health  of 
animals  and  plants,  left  behind  her  as  her  life-work  a  systematised 
agricultural  entomology,  which  subsequent  research  continues  to 
enlarge  and  perfect.  The  various  kinds  and  infectious  natures  of 
fungi  which  attack  trees,  fruit,  and  field  or  garden  crops  have  been 
carefully  investigated.  A  new  impulse  has  been  given  to  clean 
farming  by  the  discovery  that  weeds,  like  docks  and  thistles, 
harbour  the  mangold  fly ;  or,  like  dandelions  or  plantains,  foster 
eel- worms ;  or,  like  charlock,  house  the  turnip  weevil,  harbour  the 
finger-and-toe  fungus,  feed  the  turnip  fly,  and  offer  winter-quarters 
to  the  chrysalids  of  the  diamond-backed  moth.  Nor  has  science 
been  content  only  to  point  out  the  dangers  ;  it  has  supplied  farmers, 
fruit-growers,  and  market  gardeners  with  an  armoury  of  remedies, 
preventives,  and  disinfectants.  From  1882,  when  soft  soap  and 
quassia  was  first  applied  to  hops,  the  number  of  these  weapons 
against  the  insect  or  the  fungus  has  rapidly  multiplied.  Science 
has  proved  the  value  of  formalin  for  the  prevention  of  blindness 
in  oats  or  smut  in  barley ;  it  has  tested  the  use  as  fungicides  of  the 
Bordeaux  mixture  and  iron  and  copper  sulphates,  of  arsenate  of 
lead  and  Paris  Green  as  insecticides,  of  naphthalene  for  eel-worm, 
of  fumigation  with  hydrocyanic  acid  gas,  of  spraying  potatoes  with 
the  Wobum  Bordeaux  mixture,  of  washing  fruit-trees  with  the 
Wobum  Wash,  of  destroying  charlock  at  an  early  stage  of  growth 
by  spraying  with  solutions  of  copper. 
In  mechanical  invention  innumerable  improvements  have  been 


NEW  IMPLEMENTS  387 

effected  since  1874.    That  America  should  have  gained  the  lead 
in  this  field  is  but  another  symptom  of  the  depression  of  English 
agricidtuie  and  its  loss  of  capital.    No  detailed  list  can  be  attempted. 
But,  speaking  broadly,  progress  has  consisted  rather  in  variations 
of  old  principles  than  in  the  introduction  of  new  implements.    The 
reaper  and  binder  is  perhaps  the  most  important  of  all  the  mechanical 
novelties  which  have  been  introduced  during  the  period.    Wire- 
binders  were  brought  over  to  Europe  in  1873  ;    but  farmers  and 
millers  alike  protested  against  the  use  of  wire  as  a  binding  material. 
The  Appleby  string-binder  (1878-9)  removed  the  obstacle.   Numerous 
varieties  of  the  machine  are  now  in  general  use  as  one  of  the  most 
valuable    and    efficient    substitutes    for    hand-labour.    Scarifiers, 
clodcrushers,  steam  diggers,  cultivators,  and  other  implements  of 
torture  for  the  land,  have  been  improved  in  different  details ;   in 
every  stage  in  the  cidtivation  and  harvesting  of  cereals  machinery 
has  been  brought  to  high  perfection ;    and  the  Ivel  agricultural 
motor   may   be   the   forerunner   of   further   developments.    The 
increased  importance  of  potatoes  as  a  field  crop  is  shown,  not  only 
by  the  experiments  carried  on  at  Garforth,  Kew,  and  Cambridge, 
but  by  the  invention  of  machines  to  plant  and  raise  the  produce. 
If    potato-harvesters    distinguished    tubers    from    stones,    their 
universal  success  would  probably  be  assured.    No  substitute  for 
hand-labour  in  thinning  or  lifting  root-crops  has  yet  been  brought 
into  practical  use.    flockmasters  have  profited  by  the  invention  of 
sheep-shearing  machines.    Various  oil-engines  have  proved  them- 
selves valuable  aids  for  all  sorts  of  work  at  the  homestead.    Power 
presses  (1880),  though  chiefly  designed  to  compress  hay  and  straw 
for  transport,  have  proved  useful  for  storage  purposes.    Ensilage, 
warmly  advocated  in  1888  as  a  means  of  saving  hay  crops  in  good 
condition  during  wet  and  catchy  seasons,  has  now  been  applied  to 
storing  green  fodder  crops  for  winter  keep  in  seasons  of  drought  or 
in  case  of  the  failure  of  roots.    When  origiaally  introduced,  the  cost 
of  constructing  silos   prohibited   their  adoption  by  hard-pressed 
farmers.    Now,  however,  it  has  been  found  that  the  simpler  and 
less  costly  process  of  stacking  or  clamping  will  make  excellent 
sUage.    Mention  must  also  be  made  of  the  use  of  wire  and  corrugated 
iron  for  fencing  and  farm  buildings.    Where  thousands  of  acres  of 
land  had  to  be  adapted  to  new  requirements  the  use  of  these  materials 
enabled  i>overty-stricken   agriculturists   to  effect  changes  which 
would  have  been  impossible  in  more  expensive  materials. 
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In  tlie  yean  1837-74,  improv«neiit  in  all  the  arts  of  eoItiTatuig, 
harvesting,  and  marketing  cereals  were  the  most  distinctive  feature. 
In  the  later  period,  progress,  practical,  mechanical,  and  scientific, 
in  all  the  arts  of  managing  milk  produce  has  been  most  conspicuons. 
The  British  Dairy  Farmers'  Association  and  its  Journal  (1876),  the 
British  Daily  Institute,  the  prominence  given  by  the  Royal  Agri- 
cnltnral  Society  and  other  societies  to  shows  of  dairy  appliances 
and  the  encouragement  they  have  afforded  to  the  study  of  the 
subject,  travelling  dairy  and  cheese  schools,  the  dairy  schools  and 
technical  classes  of  Agricnltaral  Colleges  and  Cbunty  Gooncils,  the 
writings  and  practical  work  of  a  host  of  experts,  and,  above  all, 
the  absolute  necessity  of  rivalling  the  skill  of  foreign  competitors 
in  the  home  markets,  have  all  contributed  to  a  vast  advance  in  the 
practice  and  science  of  dairying. 

Foreign  methods  have  been  carefully  studied,  the  comparative 
merits  of  the  diGforent  breeds  of  milch  cows  investigated,  and  the 
same  labour  has  begun  to  be  bestowed  upon  the  peif  ection  of  milk- 
ing qualities  which  has  produced  such  great  results  in  the  fattening 
qualities  of  cattle  and  sheep.  Gheese-makws  will  prefer  one  breed, 
butter-makers  another,  milk-seOers  a  third.  Tet  there  will  always 
be  a  tendency  to  sacrifice  something  of  the  special  purpose  for  the 
sake  of  a  breed  which  promises  to  be  saleable  as  beef  whoithe 
milking  days  are  over.  It  is  the  combination  of  milking  and 
feeding  qualities  which  makes  the  Dairy  Shorthorn,  whether  pedigree 
or  non-pedigree,  and  the  Ayrshires  such  popular  favourites.  As 
butter-makers  the  Jerseys  are  probably  pre-eminent.  In  every 
detail  of  management,  from  the  premises  and  the  water-supply 
down  to  the  milkman  and  his  utensils,  the  necessity  of  absolute 
cleanliness  has  been  demonstrated.  It  is  enforced  by  stringent 
legislation ;  it  is  also  based  on  science  and  common  sense.  No 
product  changes  its  character  more  readily  than  milk.  If  con- 
taminated, it  loses  its  freshness  and  the  producer  his  customers. 
Milking  machines  have  been  invented  ;  but  owing  to  the  difficulty 
of  cleaning  the  tubes,  they  have  for  the  most  part  met  with  but 
moderate  success.  The  Lawrence-Kennedy  type,  both  the  Simplex 
and  the  Duplex,  has,  however,  succeeded  both  on  the  Continent 
and  at  home.  Considering  the  provisions  of  the  Sale  of  Food  and 
Drugs  Act  and  the  Sale  of  Milk  Regulations,  and  the  risk  of  pro- 
secutions, it  is  surprising  that  milk  records  of  the  yield  at  each  cow 
are  not  more  regularly  kept,  and  that  milk  is  not  mere  often  tested 
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for  butter  fat.  Good  milkers  are  not  more  expensive  to  keep  than 
bad  ;  but  the  difference  of  their  yield  may  range  between  1000  and 
300  gallons,  or  less,  a  year.  Unless  the  yield  is  recorded,  the  owner 
may  be  annually  losing  money  by  several  animals  in  his  herd. 
Similarly,  the  percentage  of  butter  fat  is  of  the  utmost  importance 
both  to  the  milk-seller  and  the  butter-maker.  Without  occasional 
tests,  owners  do  not  know  which  of  their  animals  are  lowering  the 
average  of  the  herd,  and  to  what  extent.  On  the  Continent,  it  is  not 
uncommon  for  the  dairy-farmers  of  a  district  to  combine  and 
contribute  to  the  employment  of  a  man  who  records  and  tests  the 
yields  of  milk  at  so  much  an  animal.  Similar  associations  have 
been  formed  in  Scotland  for  the  same  purpose,  and  County  Educa- 
tion Committees  in  England  might  well  include  this  object  among 
the  items  of  their  expenditure.  Such  records  are  in  other  respects 
valuable.  Nothing  is  more  hereditary  than  milking  quaUty. 
Strains  of  milkers,  whose  pedigrees  were  based  on  records  of  their 
performances,  must  command  their  price.  In  Denmark  herd- 
books  founded  on  this  principle  have  been  already  adopted  with 
success.  In  England  the  formation  of  the  Dairy  Shorthorn  Associa- 
tion (1905)  marked  the  establishment  of  a  xnractice  which  is  begioning 
to  spread.  Such  willging  herds  as  those  of  Lord  Rothschild,  or  of 
Messra  Evens,  Hobbs,  or  Watney,  are  already  famous. 
In  all  the  processes  of  dealing  with  milk,  scientific  principles  and 
•  mechanical  aids  have  made  triumphant  progress.  Fifty  years  ago, 
in  every  stage  from  the  chum,  butter  was  made  up  and  prepared 
for  market  by  hand ;  wooden  utensils  were  in  common  use ; 
aeparators  were  unknown ;  thermometers  were  rarely  employed. 
The  value  of  the  butter  largely  depended  on  the  personal  element 
in  the  maker.  Uniform  quality  and  condition  were  impossible; 
variety  of  both  was  the  rule ;  in  winter  months  a  regular  supply 
was  difficult.  It  was  not  perhaps  surprising  that  wholesale  buyers 
preferred  the  foreign  products,  on  the  uniformity  of  which  they 
could  depend.  At  the  present  day  the  personal  element,  though 
still  all-important  in  the  trade  with  private  customers,  is  largely  dis- 
counted by  the  adoption  of  scientific  rules  and  the  use  of  mechanical 
appliances.  The  separator  has  produced  the  greatest  revolution 
in  dairy  management,  and  ranks  with  the  reaper  and  binder  as 
one  of  the  chief  novelties  of  the  period.  The  principle  of  the 
centrifuge,  invented  in  1867  for  separating  liquids  from  such  sub- 
stances as  paint,  was  applied  to  milk  about  1879.    It  thus  became 
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the  parant  of  the  Laval,  Lefeldt,  Petersen,  and  other  varietiee  of 
the  separator.  Improved  by  sueoesdve  developments,  it  oan  now 
be  purchased  at  a  third  of  its  former  cost.  In  its  wake  have  followed 
a  variety  of  improved  appliances— chums  to  suit  every  fancy,  milk- 
testes,  milk-coolers,  centrifugal  butter  driers,  butter  workers, 
butter  hardeners,  steel  pails,  tin-lined  utensils,  down  to  grease- 
proof paper,  and  chip  or  paper  boxes  for  marketing  the  produce. 
In  recent  years  an  effort  has  also  been  made  to  compete  with  the 
soft  cheeses  of  foreign  countries.  Excellent  cheeses  of  the  type 
of  Brie,  Camembert,  and  Gervais  are  now  produced  by  English 
dairies.  If  there  is  a  weak  side  to  all  this  progress,  it  Ues  in  the  fact 
that  the  processes  of  butter  and  cheese-making  are  becoming  too 
elaborate  and  scientific  for  the  ordinary  run  of  agriculturists. 
There  is  certainly  some  risk  that  this  branch  of  the  farming  industry 
may  become  confined  to  creameries  and  associations,  and  that 
wholesale  dealers  may  refuse  the  products  which  have  not  come 
from  a  factory. 

In  the  science  and  practice  of  the  various  branches  of 
progress  has  been  great,  and  it  has  been  helped  by  a 
increase  in  the  means  of  obtaining  agricultural  education.  Through- 
out the  country  numerous  centres  have  been  established  in  addition 
to  those  previously  in  existence.  Aspatria  (1874),  Downton  (1880), 
the  University  College  of  North  Wales  (1884),  followed  by  coU^ges, 
schools  and  institutes  in  South  Wales,  Kent,  Yorkshire,  Derbyshire, 
Shropshire,  and  other  counties,  at  Cambridge,  Beading,  Penrith, 
Swanley,  Uckfieki,  Chelmsford,  and  elsewhere,  the  Armstrong 
Collie  at  Newcastle-on-Tjme,  the  Cheshire  Agricultural  and  Horti- 
cultural Institute,  the  Harris  Institute  at  Plreston,  the  Eastern 
Counties  Dairy  Institute  at  Ipswich,  the  National  Fruit  and  Cider 
Institute  at  Bristol,  and  similar  institutions  in  various  i>art8  of 
England,  offer  new  opportunities  of  practical  and  scientific  training 
to  future  landlords,  farmers,  and  land-agents.  At  many  of  these 
centres,  degrees  or  certificates  can  be  obtained.  Examinations  for 
National  diplomas  are  conducted  by  the  Royal  and  Highland 
Agricultural  Societies.  The  admirable  leaflets  issued  by  the  Board 
of  Agriculture  supply  the  latest  scientific  discoveries  in  the  shortest 
compass,  either  free  or  at  the  smallest  possible  cost.  In  local  ex- 
penditure on  technical  education,  instruction  in  agricultural  subjects 
is  represented,  and  the  range  of  the  lectures  and  classes  organised 
by  County  (youncib  continues  to  extend.    Instruction  in  forestry  is 
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given  at  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  at  the  University 
of  North  Wales,  the  Armstrong  College,  and  in  the  Public  Depart- 
ment of  Woods  and  Forests  in  AUoe  Holt  Woods  and  the  Forest  of 
Dean.  Considerable  sums  are  also  expended  by  the  Boards  of 
Education  and  of  Agriculture  in  subvention  to  colleges  and  institutes, 
and  for  the  furtherance  of  agricultural  training. 

Education  on  a  scale  so  varied  and  extensive  must  in  the  long  run 
produce  results.  Already  its  effect  is  visible.  Unfortunately,  for 
the  children  of  agricultural  labourers  little  or  nothing  is  done  which 
does  not  unfit  them  for  their  fathws'  industry.  They  cannot  afford 
to  attend  Colleges  or  Institutes.  Continuation  and  night  schools 
do  not  begin  till  the  mischief  is  reaUy  done.  What  is  most  wanted 
is  some  form  of  elementary  instruction  in  rural  schools  adapted  to 
the  needs  of  agriculturists.  The  problem  is  admittedly  difficult. 
Teachers,  as  a  rule,  are  not  interested  in  country  life.  Here  and 
there,  an  individual  may  succeed  in  implanting  his  own  rural 
enthusiasms  in  his  pupils.  Text-books  adapted  to  the  surroundings 
of  country  children  may  prove  a  help.  But  the  practical  training 
is  still  wanting.  School  gardens  are  a  step  in  the  right  direction, 
Bightly  or  wrongly,  no  effort  has  been  made  to  imitate  the  con- 
tinental practice  of  closing  rural  schools  from  hay-time  to  harvest, 
and  lengthening  the  winter  hours.  Whether  some  more  suitable 
system  of  elementary  rural  education  might  not  have  helped  to 
check  rural  depopulation  may  be  an  open  question.  School 
influences  alone  can  never  attract  young  persons  to  remain  on  the 
land.  But  at  present  they  rather  promote  than  discourage  migra- 
tion into  towns,  and  farmers  not  unnaturally  grudge  the  growing 
expenditure  on  an  education  which  assists  in  making  rural  labour 
at  once  more  scarce  and  less  efficient.  Elementary  education  may 
not  always  produce  this  effect.  In  its  present  stage  of  transition, 
its  disturbing  influences  are  increased  by  the  conditions  of  rural 
homes.  The  younger  generation  is  better  educated  than  the  old, 
and  both  are  conscious  of  the  fact.  This  sense  of  disparity  fosters 
in  the  children  a  distaste  for  village  life,  and  in  the  parents  a  desire 
that  the  superior  attainments  of  £heir  children  should  have  wider 
opportunities  than  they  themselves  enjoyed.  In  another  genera- 
tion, the  disparity  will  have  disappeared ;  the  atmosphere  of  the 
home  will  have  become,  it  may  be  hoped,  more  educated.  At  this 
later  stage  of  its  development,  education  may  tend  rather  to  con- 
tentment than  to  discontent.    It  may  in  itself  supply  those  fresh 
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and  andnring  mmtcm  of  interast  which  make  light  of  external  cod- 
ditioDS.  II  this  ever  beoomeB  the  inflnence  of  elementary  edncatioa, 
it  may  help  to  lepeople  the  country  districta  which  it  now  tends  to 
depopulate. 

The  general  lecoid  of  English  fanning  dozing  the  last  seventy 
years  is  a  legitimate  sonzoe  of  pride  to  all  who  have  contribnted  to 
its  advance.  It  shows  a  marveUons  progress  in  eveiy  department 
of  agricnltore,  effected  in  the  face  of  heavy  sacrifices  and  innnmenble 
diffionUies.  Hi^  farming  has  lost  the  buoyancy  and  enthnsiaBm 
of  youth  ;  its  later  years  were  soared  by  losses  and  disappcMntments ; 
to-day,  in  spite  of  improved  conditions,  it  views  the  fature  with 
alarm.  Whatever  the  fature  may  have  in  store,  it  has  made  land* 
lords  and  tenants  better  equipped  to  profit  by  prosperity  or  to 
combat  misfortune  than  they  have  been  at  any  previous  period  of 
history. 
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CHAPTER  XIX. 

CONCLUSION. 

1888  and  1912 :  politioal  agitation  then  and  now ;  the  mtnation  contrasted 
and  compared  ;  the  position  of  landowners  ;  of  titheowners  ;  of  tenant- 
fanners  ;  tenant-right  as  a  defence  against  sales  ;  agricultural  labourers, 
their  slow  progress  between  1834  and  1884,  and  their  Unions ;  their 
improved  position  in  1912.  The  problem  of  the  future ;  the  reconstruction 
of  village  life :  the  necessity  of  an  agricultural  policy :  the  prospect  of 
increased  burdens  on  agricultural  land! 

Many  persons  oaxmot  conceive  it  possible  that,  even  in  this  oentury 
of  rapid  changes,  any  serious  alterations  in  the  existiiig  systems  of 
the  tenure  and  cultivation  of  English  land  are  really  imminent.  To 
them  it  seems  incredible  that  English  farming  can  be  destined,  on 
any  extensive  scale,  to  revert  towards  conditions  out  of  which  it 
finally  emerged  in  the  Victorian  era.  They  may  be  right  or  wrong 
in  their  views.  On  that  point  no  opinion  need  be  here  expressed. 
The  task  of  sketching  the  story  of  "  English  farming  past  and  present" 
ends  with  the  present  day.  Conjectures  as  to  the  future  of  farming, 
or  programmes  for  its  reconstruction,  belong  rather  to  prophets  and 
politicians  than  to  chroniclers.  Yet  the  existing  conditions  of  farm- 
ing are  already  disturbed  by  anticipations,  whether  true  or  false,  of 
coming  change.  In  order  to  complete  the  sketch  of  English  farm- 
ing down  to  1912,  it  is,  therefore,  necessary  to  attempt  a  summary  of 
the  present  position  of  landlords,  tenants,  and  labourers. 

By  way  of  contrast  or  comparison,  four  passages  may  be  quoted 
from  the  first  edition  of  this  book,  published  24  years  ago  under  the 
title  of  TJie  Pioneers  and  Progrees  of  English  Farming.  At  the  time 
when  the  book  appeared,  agriculture  was  still  suffering  from  severe 
depression.  It  was  a  middle  period  between  the  disasters  of  1874- 
1885  and  those  of  1891-1899.  Some  signs  of  revival  had  appeared  ; 
but  the  outlook  alike  for  landowners,  tenants,  and  labourers  was 
still  gloomy. 
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Many  landlords  had  Buooeeded  to  estates  which  were  heavily 
incumbered  by  setdem^its,  charges  and  mortgagee,  laid  on  in  more 
prosperoiiB  times.  They  could  not  dispose  of  their  property,  for 
land  was  a  drug  in  the  market ;  rates  and  taxes  swallowed  up  the 
reeidne  of  the  rents  which  was  left  from  interest  and  chaiges ;  the 
so-called  owner  had  become  a  conduit  pipe  between  his  tenants  on 
the  one  side,  and,  on  the  other,  his  family,  the  mortgagees,  rate- 
collectors,  and  tax-gatherers.  Anyone  who  lived  in  the  coontry  at 
that  period  can  call  to  mind  nnmerons  families  who  had  curtailed 
their  expenditure,  cut  down  their  establishmoits,  let  or  closed  their 
houses,  or  become  absentees  on  the  continent.  Among  fanners, 
arrears,  bills  of  sale,  liquidations,  bankruptcies  kept  ever  in  advance 
of  reductions  and  remissions  of  rent.  Their  numbers  dinunished.^ 
Many  were  farming  as  bailifb  instead  of  as  tenants,  or  were  applicants 
for  relief  from  the  BoyalAgricultural  Benevolent  Institution.  Of  those 
who  remained  in  occupation,  the  most  capable  men,  who  were  wide 
Awake  to  every  chance  of  profit,  kept  the  master's  eye  upon  their 
business,  and  in  personal  expenses  had  cut  their  coats  to  their  cloth, 
were  making  farming  pay  ;  but  the  majority  were  paying  rent  out 
of  capital  and  holding  on  by  their  eyelids  in  hopes  of  better  times. 
Labourers,  as  the  area  of  corn-growing  dwindled,  and  the  labour^bill 
was  reduced  to  a  minimum^  found  employment  hard  to  get  and  hard 
to  keep  :  thrown  out  of  work,  or  half  employed,  they  crowded  into 
the  towns  where  their  El  Dorado  proved  to  be  the  workhouse  or 
worse.  The  landowner's  expendable  income  was  little  or  nothing, 
the  farmer's  fixed  rent  an  improvident  speculation,  the  labourer's 
wage  uncertain  and  precarious. 

Ck>nditions  were  f  avourablef  or  violent  change.  For  the  moment  the 
relations  between  landlord  and  tenant  were  embittered.  Labourars, 
smarting  under  the  recent  defeat  of  their  Unions,  were  hostile. 
In  every  direction  political  agitators  were  active.  Insecurity 
paralysed  recovery ;  it  rendered  chronic  the  collapse  which  disas- 
trous seasons  and  foreign  competition  had  produced.  Many  of  the 
ideas  and  theories  of  advanced  reformers  in  1888  differed  little  from 
those  of  1912 ;  in  language  only  have  they  become  more  precise  or 
definite.  "  Grade  panaceas  are  in  vogue  at  the  present  day  ;  wild 
theories  are  promulgated  for  the  rediBtribution  of  English  land.  In 
the  days  of  her  commercial  and  agricultural  supremacy,  Engliuid 
might  safely  ignore  such  demands  for  change.    Ai^  ever-increaaing 

^  Bee  Appendix  VII.  "  CensuB  Returns  of  the  Agrieultural  Popolatiaii." 
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prosperity  postponed  the  shook  of  antagonistic  interests.  But  now, 
wh&Oi  disastrous  seasons  and  foreign  competition  paralyse  the  ener- 
gies of  agriculturists,  when  commerce  ceases  to  expand  with  sufficient 
rapidity  to  employ  a  growing  population,  land  questions  are  not 
merely  considered  with  curiosity,  but  the  exclusive  privileges  of  the 
few  are  discussed  with  deepening  eagerness.  The  assailants  of 
property  may  be  noisy  out  of  all  proportion  to  their  numbers ;  their 
confidence  may  rather  proceed  from  ignorance  than  from  the  calm 
of  reasoned  conviction ;  they  may  have  given  no  proof,  tested  by 
success,  that  their  schemes  are  feasible ;  they  may  forget  that  the 
first  and  worst  sufferers  by  economic  blunders  are  the  poor ;  but  it 
is  idle  to  ignore  the  danger  of  an  agitation  which  has  already  scared 
away  capital  from  the  land,  and  renders  chronic  the  enfeebled  con- 
dition of  agriculture.  .  .  .  The  cry  is  raised,  and  assiduously 
encouraged  by  political  leaders,  that  landlords  are  a  parasitical 
growth,  a  remnant  of  feudalism,  a  class  that  reaps  what  others  sow. 
The  misconception  is  industriously  fostered  that  England  is  a  solitary 
exception  to  the  tmiversal  rule  of  European  landholding.  It  is 
maintained  with  increasing  vehemence  that  Qod  made  the  land  for 
the  people,  that  land  is  an  ager  publicus,  which  the  State  has  granted 
to  landlords  to  administer,  but  which  she  may  at  pleasure  resume. 
Men  quote  with  approval  Mirabeau's  retort  to  the  objection  that  he 
could  not  sell  the  landed  property  of  the  Church — *  Not  sell  it  I  Then 
I  will  give  it.' "  1 

The  effect  of  political  unrest  upon  the  agricultural  industry  in 
1888  was  the  same  as  it  is  at  the  present  day.  ''  So  long  as  wild 
proposals  for  compulsory  redistribution  of  property  received  the 
support  of  prominent  politicians,  no  landlord  would  expend  money  on 
improvements,  no  capitalist,  large  or  small,  would  invest  in  the 
purchase  of  land,  no  tenant  would  accept  a  lease,  no  labourer  would 
put  his  heart  into  his  work.  While  the  intentions  of  the  Legislature 
remained  dubious  and  threatening,  land  continued  to  be  unsaleable 
and  half -farmed.  Behind  all  legislative  changes  lurked  the  ominous 
question  of  confiscation.  Land  may  be  treated  as  private  property, 
held  so  as  not  to  prejudice  the  public  welfare,  but  not  to  be  taken 
from  owners  without  fair  compensation  ;  or  it  may  be  distinguished 
from  private  property,  and  the  principles  which  guard  private 
property  held  inapplicable  to  land.  On  which  line  was  land  legisla- 
tion to  proceed  ?  Wild  talk  about  State-ownership,  ransom,  and 
>  Pioneert  <md  Progre9t  of  SnglUh  Farmmg  (18S8)»  pp.  126-7. 
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DAtoral  xJghtB,  sooietiee  to  natioiialiae  the  land,  heroio  lemedieB  of 
illogioal  half -disciples  of  Mr.  Heniy  Qeorge,  might  be  in  themaelvea 
of  little  importance.  But  when  the  air  was  filled  with  vague  threats, 
the  attitude  of  Ministers  remained  studiously  neutraL  Agitators 
oomplained  of  conditions  which  they  themselves  rendered  chronic. 
Meanwhile  the  continued  insecurity  was  rapidly  producing  results 
which  threatened  the  subversion  of  rural  society.  Fortunately  the 
example  has  been  recently  given  that  a  patriotic  fusion  of  poUtical 
parties  for  the  promotion  of  national  interests  is  yet  possible  in 
party  government.  That  restoration  of  confidence,  which  is  the 
indispensable  preliminary  to  agricultural  revival,  seems  already  to 
have  begun,  and  to  bear  fruit  in  renewed  energy.  Ai^^uments 
urged  against  the  artificial  creation  of  a  peasant  proprietary  scarcely 
apply  to  their  natural  growth.  .  .  .  Socially  the  advantages  of  a 
class  of  peasant  owners  are  indisputably  great.  The  rural  economy 
of  the  nation  would  benefit  by  the  difibsion  of  land  ownership,  and 
fanning  offers  no  exception  to  the  rule  that  two  strings  to  the  bow 
are  better  than  one.  If  legislation  is  only  invoked  to  remove  arti- 
ficial aids  to  the  aggregation  of  large  estates,  the  process  will  not 
foster  that  sense  of  insecurity  which  has  paralysed  the  energies  of 
landlords,  and  rendered  chronic  the  enfeebled  state  of  agriculture. 
Already  signs  appear  of  a  tendency  towards  the  multipUcation  of 
small  tenant-farmers,  if  not  of  small  owners.  Small  holdings 
obstructed  progress  so  long  as  capital  was  required  for  the  re- 
clamation, enclosure,  drainage,  and  equipment  of  land.  But  at 
the  present  day  this  argument  loses  much  of  its  force.  So  again, 
while  England  depended  for  grain  on  home  supplies,  com  could  be 
produced  more  economically  on  laige  farms.  Now,  when  prices 
render  its  home  production  unremunerative,  and  foreign  suppties 
are  adequate  to  our  wants,  another  argument  for  large  farms  is  at 
least  modified.  Small  farmers,  content  with  small  profits,  depend- 
ing on  gardens,  live-stock,  and  dairies,  commanding  the  unpaid 
labour  of  their  own  f  amiUee,  may  make  both  ends  meet,  where  larger 
capitalists  go  through  the  Court.  If  agriculture  is  t^^nding  in  ttus 
direction,  legislation  must  remove  all  hindrances  to  its  natural 
course  ;  landlords  are  sufficiently  alive  to  tilieir  o^  interests  to  do 
the  rest."  ^ 

In  1888  the  country  seemed  to  be  standing  on  the  verge  of  some 
great  change.    The  development  of  high  farming  had  be^i  arrested 

^  Pioneen  tmd  Progrt—  of  EnglUh  Farming  (1888),  pp.  171^180. 
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pardy  by  tmiemunerative  prices,  pardy  by  the  unsolved  problem  of 
fiecuriiig  to  tenants  the  unexhausted  value  of  their  own  improve- 
ments, partly  by  the  general  want  of  confidence  which  x)olitical 
uncertainties  had  greatly  encouraged.  Large  farms  went  begging 
for  occupiers.  Agriculture  with  its  new  risks  of  pecuniary 
loss,  and  its  modem  drudgery  of  dose  economy  in  manage- 
ment^ of  minute  attention  to  details,  and  constant  personal 
supervision,  had  ceased  to  attract  men  who  possessed  from 
£5,000  to  £10,000  in  capital.  In  these  circumstances  it  seemed 
probable  that,  where  landlords  could  command  the  money 
for  the  initial  outlay,  they  might  with  profit  discard  steam- 
ploughs  and  make  spades  trumps.  As  an  alternative  to 
aUowing  arable  land  to  pass  out  of  cultivation,  and  so  in- 
creasing agricultural  unemployment,  the  multiplication  of  small 
holdings,  on  suitable  soils,  in  suitable  districts,  and  in  suitable  hands, 
«eemed  to  be  a  sound  business  proposition.  Blzperience  already 
showed  that  small  farms  were  easier  to  let  than  large.  They  com- 
manded higher  rents  ;  they  were  better  adapted  to  reduced  capital, 
more  suited  to  new  conditions.  Socially  and  politically,  as  well  as 
economically,  the  establishment  of  closer  relations  between  land  and 
labour  was  advantageous^  '^A  peasant  proprietary  increases  the 
number  of  those  who  have  something  to  lose  and  nothing  to  gain  by 
revolution,  encourages  habits  of  thrift  and  industry,  gives  tiie  owner 
of  land,  however  small  his  plot,  a  stake  in  the  country,  and  a  vested 
interest  which  guarantees  his  discharge  of  the  duties  of  a  citizen. 
Combined  with  the  parktge  fared,  it  checks  x)opulation,  for  la  plupari 
dea  Normanda  n^oni  pas  lu  MaUhua,  mats  ih  praiiquenJt  ins^indivement 
sea  conseUs.  ...  It  affords  a  training  to  the  rural  population  for 
which  we  in  England  have  found  no  substitute.  It  checks  the 
eentraUsation  of  pauperism,  the  overgrowth  of  population,  and  the 
migration  into  towns.  The  element  of  stability  which  it  contributes 
to  the  State  is  more  valuable  to  the  French  than  ourselves.  There 
the  towns  are  inflammable  as  touchwood,  while  the  country  ignites 
more  slowly.  Tet  even  here  it  is  useful  to  have  a  class  of  slow- 
thinking  men,  who  will  answer  political  firebrands  with  Gela  est  bien^ 
mats  it  faui  cnUiver  notre  jardin"  ^ 
"^Moreover,  the  movement  of  replacing  the  peasantry  on  those  parts 

1  Pioneere  and  ProgreM  of  EnglUh  Fcutning  (1888),  p.  138.  For  details  am 
to  peasant  proprietors  and  the  departments  in  France  where  they  thrive  or 
do  not  exist,  see  the  writer's  PUomuU  Land  of  Prance  (1908). 
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of  the  land  to  wUA  thdr  indiistry  is  specially  adapted  woold  have 
gone  far  to  satiafy  tliar  legitimate  aapiratiaiis.  Their  memorieB 
are  teDadona.  Detfffy  hiddeo  in  the  recooocB  of  the  labourer's 
mind  lurk  vague  and  often  misunderstood  traditions  of  the  past 
conditions  of  rural  Ufe.  He  knows  that  he  is  tilling  land  as  a  wage- 
earner,  which  his  forefathers  farmed  as  occnpiers.  He  does  not 
realise  that  the  change  has  been  only  a  part  of  a  great  industrial 
revolution  which  affected  manufacture  as  well  as  agriculture.  In 
the  multiplication  of  small  holdings  there  also  lay  the  opportunity 
of  mitigating  the  most  depressing  influences  of  his  present  position 
and  future  prospects.  ''  Speaking  generally,  the  worst  aspects  of 
his  life  at  the  present  moment  are  the  decreasing  demands  t<x  agri- 
eultural  labour,  the  absence  of  any  reasonable  prospect  of  emei^ing 
from  the  condition  of  hired  service,  and  the  paup^  allowance 
which  rewards  the  most  industrious  career.  Some  readjustment 
between  the  demand  and  supply  for  labour,  some  social  ladder,  and 
some  better  provision  against  old  age  are  the  true  needs  of  the  agri- 
cultural poor.  So  far  from  relieving  the  glut  of  labour,  the  new 
departure  in  the  practice  of  farming  will  still  further  congest  the 
market.  Economical  management  and  increased  breadths  of  grass, 
whether  permanent  or  temporary,  mean  a  reduction  of  working 
expenses,  which  will  take  the  form,  not  of  less  wages,  but  of  less 
employment.  Emigration  affords  the  only  other  outlet  for  the 
excess  of  the  labour  supply."  ^ 

Comparing  the  position  of  1888  with  that  of  1912,  it  is  obvious  that 
there  are  resemblances  as  well  as  differences.  Genially  speaking, 
the  problems  remain  the  same ;  time  has  only  accentuated  some 
and  modified  others.  The  great  contrast  between  the  two  periods 
lies  in  the  partial  recovery  of  agriculture  from  acute  depression. 
The  great  resemblance  consists  in  the  paral3rsing  effect  of  the  un- 
certainty of  the  political  outlook,  which  is  infinitely  more  menacing 
than  in  1888.  Were  confidence  once  restored,  the  conditions  of 
farming,  given  favourable  seasons,  might  warrant  anticipations  of 
a  considerable  revival  of  the  industry. 

The  lapse  of  a  quarter  of  a  century  has  considerably  changed 
the  relative  positions  of  the  three  agricultural  classes.  To  many  of 
them  the  depression  of  1888  brought  ruin.  Of  those  who  sur- 
vived, it  meant  to  landlords  a  substantial  reduction  in  the  standard 
of  living,  to  farmers  a  deprivation  of  comforts,  to  labourers  a  loss 

^  Pioneen  and  Progrttf  oj  BnglUh  Farming  (1888),  p.  226. 
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of  neoeflsariefl.  In  actaal  money,  labourers  suffered  least ;  but 
standing,  as  they  do,  nearer  the  border-line  of  starvation,  it  is 
probably  true  that  they  also  sujSered  most.  At  the  present  day, 
farmers  have  improved  their  position ;  labourers,  in  spite  of  the 
recent  rise  in  the  price  of  provisions,  are  better  off ;  for  landlords 
alone,  although  agricultural  land  readily  commands  both  tenants 
and  purchasers,  the  general  conditions  have  materially  changed 
for  the  worse.  Financially  crippled  by  recent  taxation,  land* 
lords  are  assailed  with  increasing  vehemence.  The  attack  upon 
the  system  of  land-tenure  which  they  represent  derives  fresh 
strength  from  the  poverty  to  which  they  are  reduced  by  increased 
taxes.  They  have  not  the  command  of  money  necessary  either  to 
give  fair  play  to  the  system  or  to  supplement  it  by  creating  small 
tenancies.  At  the  same  time,  the  attack  is  no  longer  aimed  at 
them  only  as  representatives  of  a  system  or  as  members  of  a  class. 
The  personal  element  is  introduced ;  venomous  tongues  attempt 
to  poison  the  crowd  against  them  as  individuals.  Courage  in  the 
face  of  odds  has  always  characterised  the  landowning  classes. 
They  weathered  the  storm  of  1888  ;  they  may  ''  muddle  through  " 
the  present  crisis  with  equal  success.  Their  prospects  would  be 
brighter,  if  they  were  more  alive  to  the  reality  of  their  position. 
Men  are  beginning  to  ask  how  many  owners  of  land  have 
troubled  to  master  the  intricacies  of  the  undeveloped  land  duty, 
of  the  single  tax,  or  of  site  values ;  or  have  made  themselvea 
competent  to  explain  their  injustice,  their  fallacies,  and  their  effects 
on  rural  districts.  They  are  already  wondering  why  landowners, 
up  to  the  present  moment,  have  formulated  no  alternative  policy, 
and  why  they  are  still  disunited,  and  still  unable  to  agree  on  any 
concerted  action.  To  most  onlookers,  it  would  seem  the  part  of 
ordinary  prudence,  without  further  loss  of  time,  to  frame  a  compre- 
hensive programme  of  land  reform  on  broad  and  generous  lines, 
while  maintaining  the  principle  that  private  ownership  is  the  only 
satisfactory  system  for  progressive  land-cultivation. 

Owners  of  agricultural  land  in  England  are  numerically  few.  No 
doubt  the  paucity  of  their  numbers  in  times  past  enhanced  their 
social  position,  as  well  as  their  power  and  influence.  To-day  it  is 
a  peril  to  stand  where  many  envy  and  few  sympathise.  For  many 
years  in  our  history,  landowners,  as  a  class,  took  the  most  active 
part  in  the  politics  of  the  country,  and  conducted  the  whole  adminis- 
trative work  of  rural  districts.    They  do  not  do  so  to-day.    It  may 
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be  oontesided  thaty  either  fioin  poverty,  finxn  want  of  Mrare,  or 
from  diHinolntation,  they  have,  as  a  class,  oeased  to  bear  the  burden  of 
political  life,  or  nndaigo  the  irksome  dmdgery  of  local  admizustratioii. 
lostanoes  may  be  uzged  to  prove  that  their  local  influence  has 
dwindled  to  a  vanishing  point.  Where  individiial  membecs  of  the 
class  retain  it,  tliey  exercise  it  as  men  rather  than  as  landownets. 
Tet  the  wei^t  which  such  men  possess  in  their  own  districts 
suggests  that  tlie  leadership  is  still  open  to  those  who  care  to  earn 
it.  Even  in  agricultural  matters,  the  lead  has  to  a  great  extent 
passed  out  of  their  hands.  Up  to  1889,  all  tlie  improvements  in 
English  fanning  which  at  one  time  had  gained  for  this  counizy  an 
undisputed  supremacy  in  the  art  and  practice  of  agriculture  were 
effected  by  private  capital,  by  individual  enterprise,  by  personal 
initiation.  Landlords  were  the  pioneers  of  improvement.  Now  the 
State,  for  good  or  for  evil,  itself  undertakes  much  of  the  control 
sad  expenditure  which  formerly  fell  to  the  landowning  class.  This 
transference  of  responsibility  from  private  persons  to  the  pubHc 
•department  of  the  Board  of  Agriculture  has  undoubtedly  borne 
excellent  fruit.  No  one  denies  its  advantages.  That  is  not  tlie 
point.  Its  establishment  may  be  ccmstrued  as  an  important  reversal 
of  an  old  ideal,  an  acknowledgment  by  landlords  of  thdr  partial 
defeat,  a  tacit  admission  of  the  fact  that  our  existing  land-sjrstem 
can  no  longer  supply  from  its  own  resources  the  capital  and  direction 
required  for  the  organisation  of  the  industry.^  Private  property  in 
land  is  not  so  exceptional  in  its  nature  as  to  make  its  tenure 
l^ally  assailable.  But  the  moral  title-deeds  by  which  some  of  it  is 
held  are  not,  historically,  without  a  flaw ;  and  no  prescriptive  rights, 
according  to  the  modem  reading  of  an  ancient  maxim,  can  be 
acquired  against  the  People.  The  possession  of  land  has  for  hun- 
dreds of  years  been  honourably  associated  with  the  unpaid  discharge 
of  laborious  publie  duties.  If  this  association  of  service  with 
privil^e  should  be  in  any  way  wecJcened,  the  danger  arising  from 
the  isolated  position  of  landowners  would  be  magnified,  because 
substance  and  colour  would  be  given  to  the  allegation  that  land- 
owners are  a  parasitic  growth  which  should  be  eradicated  in  the 
interests  of  national  progress. 

It  IB  alleged  that,  as  a  class,  landowners  are  more  ready  than  ihey 
once  were  to  stand  aloof  from  the  strenuous  political  life  of  the 

'  See  thi«  danger  pointed  out  in  the  author's  article  on  ^  An  Agricultural 
Department  '*  in  the  NineteerUh  Century  for  April,  1889. 


THE  WANT  OP  CAPITAL  401 

community,  more  willing  to  aoquiesce  in  the  loss  of  control  over  local 
affairs.  If  this  is  true,  and  if  only  a  decreasing  minority  are  still 
prepared  to  sacrifice  their  leisure  and  amusements  to  the  discharge 
of  public  duties,  it  is  an  unhealthy,  if  not  a  dangerous,  symptom. 
Something  of  the  same  apathy  is  certainly  visible  in  the  management 
of  many  estates.  Much  ought  to  be  done,  which  is  left  undone, 
to  put  land  to  its  most  profitable  use  and  to  adapt  its  equipment  to 
the  requirements  of  diversified  farming.  The  impoverishment  of 
landowners  by  the  new  burden  of  taxation,  which  not  only  cripples 
their  incomes  but  cuts  into  their  capital,  is  undoubtedly  the  main 
cause  of  the  neglect.  They  have  not  the  money  with  which  to  make 
the  necessary  changes.  To  say  this,  however,  is  only  to  say  that 
the  modem  system  of  farming  has  broken  down  in  one  of  its  most 
essential  features. 

Intensive  cultivation  means  the  expenditure  on  the  land  either 
of  more  money  or  of  more  labour.  The  liberal  application  of  capital 
to  land  by  both  owner  and  occupier  was  one  of  the  ideals  at  which 
high  farming  aimed  from  the  close  of  the  eighteenth  century  onwards. 
Landlords  spent  their  money  liberally  on  the  up-to-date  equipment 
of  their  land  with  houses,  farm-buildings,  cottages,  drainage, 
fences,  roads ;  mainly  by  their  expenditure,  directly  or  indirectly, 
prairie  land  has  been  converted  into  agricultural  land.  Tenants 
hired  the  use  of  all  this  capital  at  the  moderate  rate  of  interest  which 
is  represented  by  the  rent,  and  spent  their  own  money  generously 
in  working  their  farms  so  as  to  obtain  the  largest  possible  return. 
So  long  as  both  parties  were  able  to  do  their  part,  and  so  long  as 
prices  were  remunerative,  the  system  profited  both.  The  nation 
also  benefited  by  the  increased  amount  and  lessened  cost  of  pro- 
duction. But  during  the  last  half  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Victoria, 
the  rapid  decline  in  the  value  of  agricultural  produce  caused  the 
collapse  of  the  system.  Both  partners  lost  a  large  part  of  their 
capital.  Prolonged  depression  compelled  landlords  to  practise 
economies  themselves  and  to  acquiesce  in  the  economies  of  their 
tenants.  The  land  has  suffered  and  is  still  suffering.  Thousands  of 
acres  of  tillage  and  grass-land  are  comparatively  wasted,  under- 
farmed,  and  undermanned.  Countries,  whose  climate  m  severer 
than  our  own,  and  in  which  poorer  soils  are  cultivated,  produce  far 
more  from  the  land  than  ourselves.  The  gross  receipts  per  cultivated 
acre  in  Great  Britain  have  been  calculated  at  only  one-fifth  of  those 
of  Belgium,  and  two-thirds  of  those  of  Denmark. 

20 
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In  these  oiroamstaiioeB  the  demand  is  made  that  the  other  form 
of  intenaive  oultiyation  should  have  its  chance.  If  intensive 
capital  is  not  forthcoming,  let  intoisive  labour  try  its  hand  on 
smaller  areas.  Bat  here  again  landlords  are  in  a  dilemma.  Whether 
the  existing  system  is  to  be  developed,  or  whether,  in  favourable 
situations,  an  extensive  trial  is  to  be  made  of  the  new,  money  is 
equally  needed.  Private  lenders  are  suspicious  of  land  as  a  seouiily, 
and  owners  themselves  are  shy  of  adding  by  further  investments  on 
their  land  to  the  spoils  of  those  who  propose  to  tax  them  out  of 
existence.  They  are  naturally  timid  of  depositing  all  their  egfp  in 
one  rickety  basket,  the  bottom  of  which  may  at  any  moment  be 
pulled  out.  They  might  borrow  from  the  State ;  but  the  State, 
instead  of  assisting  them  to  revive  the  old  system  or  to  make  trial 
of  the  new,  exercises  its  ingenuity  in  devising  fresh  schemes  for 
their  further  impoverishment.  The  deadlock  thus  produced  may 
be  profitable  to  politicians  ;  but  the  drain  on  the  national  resources 
caused  by  its  continuance  is  great,  and  the  loss  which  is  inflicted 
on  both  tenant-farmers  and  wage-earning  labourers  is  daily  increas- 
ing. Meanwhile,  unless  impoverished  landlords  can  obtain  State 
assistance,  their  only  resource  is  to  sell  their  estates.  Where  this 
course  is  adopted,  the  interests  of  tenant-farmers  are  often  seriously 
prejudiced.  A  sale  forces  them  to  adopt  one  of  two  courses.  If 
they  buy  the  land  they  occupy,  they  strip  themselves  oi  their  working 
capital.  If  their  farms  are  sold  over  their  heads,  they  risk  a  still 
heavier  loss.  Purchase  is  the  lesser  of  two  evils.  But,  when  the  two 
alternatives  are  presented,  they  also  stand  in  need  of  State  assistance, 
which  will  enable  them  to  borrow  the  whole  purchase-money  at 
moderate  rates,  and  repayable  by  annual  instabnents. 

Besides  the  ordinary  landlords,  there  is  another  class  of  owner 
whose  position  is  serious.  Clerical  tithe-owners  are  threatened  with 
the  same  general  dangers  as  lay  landowners,  and  they  have  besides 
their  own  special  risks  from  the  possible  disendowment  of  the 
Church  in  England.  They  are  powerless  to  sell.  They  can,  at 
present,  only  await  events.  Yet  in  more  stable  and  more  prosperous 
times,  it  might  have  been  possible  to  suggest  an  arrangement  for 
tithe  redemption  which,  with  the  help  of  the  legislature,  would  be 
advantageous  alike  to  them,  to  the  tithe-payer,  and  to  the  community. 
The  experiment  might  have  been  tried  in  Wales.  As  an  alter^ 
native  to  the  proposed  disendowment,  it  is  a  policy  which  would 
go  far  to  satisfy  some  of  the  parties  concerned.    It  would  benefit 
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Welsh  landlords,  Welsh  Chnrohmen,  and  the  Welsh  urban  and  rural 
population.  It  would  remove  the  reluctance .  of  many  earnest 
Nonconformists  to  cripple  the  cause  of  Christianity  by  appro- 
priating to  Caesar  property  dedicated  to  the  service  of  God. 
Educationally  and  morally,  50,000  acres  of  land  contiguous  to  the 
towns  and  villages  of  Wales  would  be  of  greater  value  than  a  wilder- 
ness of  museums.  It  would  be  absurd  to  attempt  to  foretell  the 
future  price  of  com.  But  probabilities  seem  to  point  to  a  gradual 
rise.  On  the  other  hand,  for  many  years  to  come,  the  prospect  of 
an  approximation  to  par-value  appears  remote.  Here  there  is 
room  for  compromise  in  settling  the  figure  at  which  the  net  annual 
value  of  the  charge,  after  deducting  the  necessary  outgoings,  should 
be  redeemed.  If  this  figure  could  be  agreed  upon,  landowners  might 
be  encouraged  to  extinguish  the  whole  tithe  issuing  from  their  land 
in  the  parish  by  the  surrender  of  the  acreage  of  land  required  to 
produce  the  same  net  annual  income  which  is  now  derived  from  the 
rent-charge.  Care  should  be  taken  that  the  land  so  surrendered 
is  near  the  village.  Otherwise  the  main  advantage  to  the  community 
would  be  lost.  The  amount  of  land  thus  rendered  available  cannot 
be  accurately  estimated  till  the  figure  is  agreed  ;  but  the  total  area 
would  not  be  less  than  2^  miUion  acres.  It  is  not  suggested  that 
tithe-owners  should  be  transformed  into  landowners.  The  process 
of  redemption  would  be  gradual,  not  simultaneous.  It  would  be 
put  in  operation  whenever  public  bodies  required  to  buy  land  for 
small  holdings  or  village  reconstruction,  and  the  purchase  money 
would  be  paid  over  to  a  church  body,  constituted  on  the  lines 
adopted  in  Ireland.  Present  conditions  are  favourable  to  such  a 
transaction.  The  price  of  land  enables  owners  to  extinguish  the 
rent-charge  by  the  surrender  of  a  reasonable  acreage,  and  the  low 
price  of  Consols  enables  investors  to  obtain  a  larger  interest  on 
their  money. 

Landlords  and  tenants  are  confronted  with  a  common  danger. 
They  stand  or  fall  together.  Tenant-farmers  have  nothing  to  hope 
for  from  theoretical  land-reformers.  The  most  they  can  expect 
from  the  single  tax  is  a  rise  of  rents  and  an  increased  number  of 
sales.  Neither  of  these  changes  would  be  acceptable  to  a  class  of 
men  who,  in  spite  of  their  traditional  pose  as  licensed  grumblers, 
would  rather  remain  as  they  are. 

As  compared  with  1888,  tenant-farmers  have  improved  their 
position.    From  one  point  of  view  this  might  not  appear  to  be  the 
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case.  At  the  earlier  period  they  were  masters  of  the  situation.  The 
land  was  begging  for  them,  not  they  for  the  land.  They  had  a 
large  choice  of  holdings,  and  on  their  own  terms.  But  mastery  of  a 
half-bankrupt  situation  was  worth  little.  To-day,  though  the 
demand  for  farms  exceeds  the  supply,  they  are  better  off.  In  the 
general  conduct  of  their  business,  the  old  difficulties  continue  ;  some 
have  even  increased  in  seriousness.  The  pressure  of  foreign  com- 
petition, for  example,  shows  no  sign  of  slackening;  labour  has 
deteriorated  in  quality  ;  boys  are  hard  to  find  ;  railway  rates  require 
revision ;  local  taxation,  which  embraces  such  imperial  objects  as 
education,  police,  and  main  roads,  has  risen  so  greatly  that  it 
has  already  neutralised  the  advantages  of  the  concession  of  partial 
exemption.  But  worse  in  its  effects  than  these  known  evils  is  the 
uncertainty  of  their  tenure  produced  by  recent  legislation  and  by 
the  threat  of  more  drastic  measures. 

For  many  years,  the  most  disturbing  element  in  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant  was  the  difficulty  of  securing  to 
the  tenant  the  unexhausted  value  of  improvements  effected  by  his 
own  capital.  The  question  has  been  again  brought  into  prominence 
in  an  altered  form  by  the  attack  on  the  position  of  landlords. 

As  soon  as  high  farming  b^an,  tenant-right,  in  one  shape  or 
another,  became  an  absolute  necessity.  But  landlords  and  the 
legislature  were  slow  to  recognise  the  need.  If  tenants  were  to  be 
encouraged  to  invest  their  capital  in  the  land,  they  must  in  justice 
receive  some  security  for  their  outlay.  At  law  they  had  no  more 
than  the  mediaeval  farmer  who  spent  nothing  on  his  holding.  The 
law  presumed  that  everything  done  to,  or  put  into,  the  soil  became 
the  property  of  the  landowner,  who  by  adding  to  the  rent  the  emnual 
value  of  the  tenant's  outlay  could  appropriate  it  to  his  own  profit. 
Exceptions  to  the  legal  presumption  were  established  by  the  growth 
of  customs  of  the  country.  But  the  protection  thus  afforded  varied 
in  amount,  and  even  in  its  strongest  forms  was  inadequate.  It 
was  therefore  generally  realised  that  the  law  must  be  modified,  if 
not  reversed,  either  by  special  agreement  or  by  conferring  on  tenants 
a  statutory  right  of  property  in  their  own  improvements. 

The  necessary  outcome  of  the  changing  conditions  of  modem  farm- 
ing was  recognised  in  1843,  when  Lord  Portman  failed  to  obtain 
legal  security  for  a  tenant's  expenditure  of  capital  on  improvements. 
Philip  Pusey  in  1847  was  equally  unsuccessful.  His  Bill  was,  how- 
ever, referred  to  a  select  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
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Evidence  was  offered,  not  only  on  the  harshness  with  which  the  legal 
presumption  operated,  but  on  the  small  degree  of  protection  afforded 
by  existing  customs.  It  appeared  that  in  most  districts  no  allowance 
could  be  claimed  for  such  permanent  improvements  as  drainage,  or 
for  those  of  a  durable  character  like  marling,  liming,  claying,  or 
burning,  or  for  those  which  were  more  temporary  in  their  nature, 
such  as  the  use  of  purchased  manures,  or  the  consumption  on  the 
land  of  oil-cake  and  other  feeding-stuffis.  In  1850  legislation  was 
again  refused.  For  twenty  years  the  subject  slumbered  in  Parlia- 
ment. Meanwhile,  outside  the  House,  the  question  was  rapidly 
becoming  a  burning  one,  and  the  foundation  of  the  Central  and 
Associated  Chambers  of  Agriculture  in  1866  gave  strength  and 
cohesion  to  the  opinion  of  agriculturists.  At  last  the  principle  was 
recognised  in  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  of  1875.  Though  the 
measure,  from  its  optional  character,  was  only  indirectly  effectual, 
it  proved  the  starting-point  of  future  legislation.  To  men  of  that 
generation  compulsion  was  still  unfamiliar.  They  thought  it  more 
essential  to  preserve  freedom  of  contract,  and  it  was  on  this  ground 
that  notable  agriculturists,  like  Albert  Pell,^  resisted  the  compulsory 
recognition  of  tenant-right. 

Since  1875  legislation  has  been  active  in  securing  to  tenants  the 
right  to  recover,  as  compensation  for  any  improvements  legally 
made  by  them  on  their  holdings,  the  full  remaining  unexhausted 
value  of  those  improvements.  To-day  farmers  are  practically  safe- 
guarded for  their  outlay  by  custom,  agreements,  and  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. They  are  generally  satisfied  with  the  conditions  of  theur 
tenancy,  and  ask  nothing  better  than  its  continuance.  But,  recently, 
the  break-up  and  sale  of  large  estates,  and  compulsory  acquisitions 
of  land  by  public  bodies  under  the  Small  Holdings  Act,  have  rendered 
the  holdings  even  of  the  best  and  most  valued  tenants  insecure. 
In  these  new  circumstances,  the  demand  for  another  form  of  com- 
pensation has  been  revived.  It  is  urged  that,  in  addition  to  the 
claims  already  conceded,  farmers  should  be  entitled  to  compensation 
for  continuous  good  farming  in  excess  of  the  standard  which  tenants 
are  bound  to  maintain.  The  proposal  bristles  with  practical 
difSculties.  In  the  tenant's  own  interest,  it  is  doubtful  whether  it 
would  be  wise  to  impose  upon  a  landlord  a  new  and  uncertain  burden. 
Wherever  an  estate  is  mortgaged,  more  land  would  be  forced  upon 
the  market,  and  in  self-defence  every  landlord  would  be  driven  to 

^  TAe  BemmiBoenoe$  of  Aff>ert  PeU  (1908),  p.  280. 
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raifle  rente  to  their  oommercial,  competitive  level,  and  to  rednce  his 
expenditure  on  repairs  and  improvements.  It  is  also  practically 
impossible  either  to  draw  any  definite  line  hetweefa  the  tenant's 
common  law  obligation  to  farm  in  a  husbandlike  manner  and  the 
continuous  good  farming  which  surpasses  that  standard,  or  to 
establish  any  permanent  starting-point  from  which  the  increase  or 
decrease  in  the  letting  value  of  the  land,  due  to  the  tenant's  good  or 
bad  cultivation,  can  be  accurately  measured.  For  this  latter  purpose 
it  has  been  suggested  that  the  optional  record  of  condition  provided 
by  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  1908,  might  suffice,  if  made  com- 
pulsory. Apart  from  the  difficulty  created  by  the  yearly  deprecia- 
tion of  the  value  of  the  evidence,  and  the  expense  of  keeping  it  up 
to  date  by  intermediate  inventories,  the  record  would  be  a  two- 
edged  weapon.  Farmers  do  not  press  for  its  introduction  with  any 
enthusiasm  or  unanimity.  They  themselves^  are  probably  the  best 
judges,  whether  they  will,  as  a  class,  gain  or  lose  most  by  a  measure 
of  valuation  for  the  deterioration,  as  well  as  the  improvement  of 
their  holdings.  It  would  be  far  more  to  their  advantage  that, 
when  faced  with  the  alternative  of  buying  or  losing  their  farms,  ihey 
should  be  able  to  obtain  from  the  State  on  easy  terms  the  whole  of 
the  money  necessary  to  effect  the  purchase.  If  the  loan  took  the 
form  of  a  reducible  mortgage,  repayable  by  annual  instalments,  and 
secured  by  the  right  of  levying  a  distress  for  arrears,  there  would  be 
little  fear  of  any  loss  by  the  lender.  No  public  loan  of  any  magnitude 
would  be  immediately  required  for  the  purpose.  Tenants  do  not 
want  to  buy  so  long  as  they  can  continue  to  rent  under  a  good  private 
landlord.  Unless  threatened  l^islation  assumes  a  form  which 
greatly  accelerates  the  present  progress  of  sales,  the  sum  annually 
needed  would  be  small.  The  funds  accumulating  in  the  hands  of 
the  Insurance  Commissioners  would  supply  any  demand  which 
may  reasonably  be  anticipated. 

The  interests  of  agricultural  labourers  apparently  conflict  with 
those  of  their  employers.  They  want  high  wages  and  low  prices  : 
their  employers  want  high  prices  and  low  wages.  But  the  anta- 
gonism shades  off  into  some  identity  of  interest,  for  low  prices  mean 
less  employment  or  reduced  earnings.  Agricultural  labourers,  like 
landlords  and  tenant-farmers,  suffer  from  the  present  political 
uncertainty  and  its  consequences.  If  an  estate  is  sold  and  a  farm 
changes  hands,  their  employment,  their  wages,  and  their  homes  are 
endangered.    Materially,  they  are  without  doubt  better  off  than  in 
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1888,  though  their  conditions  are  still  capable  of  improvement. 
But  their  prosperity  in  1912  is  quite  a  different  kind  of  prosperity 
from  that  which  they  enjoyed  in  the  simpler  and  more  leisured 
eighteenth  century.  Up  to  that  time,  the  picture,  drawn  in  the 
first  chapter,  of  life  in  the  self-supporting  viUage  still  held  true  in 
many  essential  features.  In  remote  rural  districts,  changes  were 
slow  and  few.  Suddenly,  from  1760  onwards,  over  the  whole 
of  society  swept  the  great  industrial  expansion.  Domestic  handi- 
craftsmen and  small  farmers  alike  were  overwhelmed :  industry, 
both  mannfaoturing  and  agrioultoral.  was  reorganised  on  the  n^ 
commercial  lines  which  seemed  beet  adapted  for  the  greatest  possible 
production  at  the  least  possible  cost.  The  completion  of  the  work  of 
enclosure  destroyed  the  inherited  traditions  of  the  peasantry,  their 
ideals,  their  customs,  their  habits,  their  ancestral  solutions  of  the 
problems  of  life, — all,  in  fact,  that  made  up  the  native  home-bred 
civilisation  of  rural  England.  With  the  disappearance  of  the  primi- 
tive framework  of  village  life,  veuushed — ^for  a  time  at  any  rate — 
many  of  the  virtues  of  the  class,  their  independence,  pride,  frugality, 
self-control.  It  is  not  surprising  that  for  at  least  half  a  century  they 
should  have  remained  stupefied  by  the  shock,  gradually  realising 
the  full  meaning  of  the  change,  and  then  either  stolidly  acquiescing 
in  their  new  existence,  or  impatient  to  escape  on  the  first  opportunity. 
Without  a  return  to  an  extinct  social  and  industrial  sjrstem,  the  old 
conditions  caimot  be  entirely  rebuilt  for  them  any  more  than  they 
can  be  for  other  classes.  The  most  that  can  be  done  is  to  revive  as 
far  as  possible  the  best  features  of  a  form  of  life  which  has  passed 
away  and  cannot  be  completely  restored. 

From  1815,  the  moral,  social,  and  probably  the  material,  position 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  rapidly  declined.  He  became  more  and 
more  exclusively  dependent  on  money  wages,^  and  these,  though 
increased  by  pauper  allowances,  fell  lower  and  lower  every  year 
after  the  peace.  The  Poor  Law  of  1834  marks  the  starting-point  in 
the  recovery.  But  the  story  of  the  slow  steps  by  which  labourers 
have  climbed  from  the  depths  into  which  they  had  been  plunged  is 
a  chequered  record.  For  more  than  thirty  years,  wages  had  been  sup- 
plemented from  the  rates,  all  the  year  round,  whether  the  reqipient 
was  employed  or  not.     Men  with  families  had  received  allow- 

1  See  Appendix  X.  for  weekly  pajrments  in  cash.  Calculations  of  agrioultoral 
wages  must  always  be  used  with  the  utmost  caution,  and  merely  as  general 
approximations  to  the  facts. 
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aiioeBy  at  their  own  homes,  ptoportkNied  to  the  number  of  their 
children.  After  1834  paziBh  idief  was  only  given  in  woridiouaeB, 
whne  husbaiid  and  wife  weie  separated.  It  was  no  kmger  the  duty 
of  the  parish  to  find  work  or  to  provide  means  of  snbeistenoe  in  aid 
of  wages.  The  change  entailed  no  small  dc^gree  of  soffering,  not  only 
on  the  sick  and  aged,  but  on  the  able-bodied.  Relatively  to  the 
demand  for  labour,  there  was  a  saperabimdant  population,  which 
the  old  administrati<m  of  the  Poor  Law  had  encouraged,  and  the 
disproportion  between  sapply  and  demand  was  imareased  by  a 
oonsideraUe  extension  of  the  use  of  machinery  on  the  hind.  Ebn- 
ployment  was  hard  to  get,  and  wages  remained  eztraotdinaiily  low. 
In  the  Northern  Counties  and  the  MkUands,  the  great  industrial 
expansion  and  the  rapid  development  of  raflways  relieved  the 
pressure.  \^thout  their  assistance  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  Poor 
Law  could  ever  have  been  brought  into  operation.  Elsewhere  in 
ICngbmd,  migration  or  emigration  seemed  the  only  resouioe. 

Wages,  reduced  to  a  minimum,  fluctuated  with  the  rise  or  fall  in 
the  jnioes  of  necessaries.  Years  must  necessarily  pass  before  the 
g^ut  in  the  rural  labour-mariLet  could  be  absorbed.  But  the  process 
of  adjusting  the  relations  between  demand  and  supply  was  ddayed  by 
a  new  form  of  competition  with  adult  male  labour.  In  the  increased 
employment  of  women  and  children  in  the  fidds,  which  had  beocxne 
a  necessity  in  order  to  supplement  the  family  income,  emptoyers 
found  a  new  supply  (rf  labour  which  to  some  extent  neutralised  any 
tendency  of  wages  to  rise.  It  was  in  these  circumstances  that  the 
problem  of  raising  wages  by  indirect  means  b^an  to  occupy  the 
attention  of  Parliament.  NaturaDy  men's  minds  turned  to  allot- 
meotBy  which  by  their  name  perpetuate  the  compensation,  oft»i 
sold  before  the  award  was  signed,  allotted  to  claimants  of  ri^ts  of 
common.  In  1796  a  society  had  been  formed  "  for  Bettering  the 
Condition  of  the  Poor  "  by  means  ci  these  field-gardens.  In  1819, 
1831,  and  1832  Acts  of  Parliament  had  been  passed  enabling  the 
Poor  Law  authorities  or  the  parish  to  provide  parish  farms  or 
allotments.  Sufficient  use  of  these  powers  had  been  made  to  justify 
the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  of  1834  in  reporting  the  failure  of 
parish  farms  and  the  success  of  allotments.  Further  evidence  was 
offered  before  the  Select  Committee  on  Labouring  Poor  (Allot- 
ments of  Land).  Their  Report  (1843),  and  those  of  the  Poor  Law 
Commissioners  (1842-1843),  show  that  the  acreage  devoted  to 
allotments  was  increasing  in  most  of  the  agricultural  counties,  and 
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that  their  extension  was  to  the  economio  and  moral  advantage  of 
the  labourer.  It  was  oaloulated  that  the  net  profit  from  the  produee 
of  a  quarter  of  an  acre  of  land  added  2s.  a  week  to  wages.  In 
addition  to  money  made,  there  was  money  saved.  Men  spent  less 
at  the  public-house,  and  were  less  dependent  on  the  shopkeeper  for 
their  provisions.  Morally  there  was  an  added  feeling  of  independence 
and  self-respect.  Hard  though  the  men  worked  after  their  day's 
labour,  their  toil  was  more  of  a  recreation  than  a  task,  because  it 
was  bestowed  on  land  which  they  themselves  occupied. 

In  1846  came  the  repeal  of  the  Com  Laws.  In  its  first  effects, 
Free  Trade  was  not  favourable  to  agricultural  labourers.  Wages 
were  lowered,  and  food  prices  did  not  fall  sufficiently  to  counter- 
balance the  loss.  In  the  first  impulse  of  despair  at  the  anticipated 
effects  of  the  loss  of  Protection,  many  tenants  threw  up  their  hold- 
ings. Much  land  was  unlet.  Emplojrment  became  more  and  more 
difficult  to  obtain.  The  years  1849  to  1853,  which  immediately 
preceded  the  Crimean  War  and  the  era  of  agricultural  prosperity, 
were  a  period  of  severe  depression.  Economy  of  production  was 
necessarily  the  aim  of  employers.  They  naturally  applied  to  their 
own  business  the  Free  Trade  maxim, ''  Buy  in  the  cheapest  market ; 
sell  in  the  dearest."  More  machinery  was  introduced  on  the  land. 
Small  farms  were  thrown  together.  There  was  no  diminution  in 
the  number  of  women  and  children  employed ;  the  gang  system, 
both  public  and  private,  prevailed  extensively  in  the  Eastern 
Counties ;  the  supply  of  labour  was  still  largely  in  excess  of  the 
demand.  The  competition  of  female  and  child  labour  continued  to 
depress  wages.  It  was  not  till  some  control  of  the  gang  system  was 
established  by  the  Gangs  Act  of  1867,  and  the  employment  of  children 
regulated  by  the  Education  Acts  of  1870,  1873,  and  1876,  that 
employers  were  deprived  of  the  cheapest  forms  of  labour.  They 
were,  therefore,  driven  to  employ  a  larger  number  of  adult  males. 
But  the  population  of  rural  districts  still  remained  superabundant, 
in  spite  of  a  constant  stream  of  emigration,  and  wages  advanced 
little  and  slowly. 

Public  opinion  was  beginning  to  realise  the  unsatisfactory 
position  of  agricultural  labourers.  Reports  from  Medical  Officers  of 
Health  on  the  food,  housing,  and  sanitary  conditions  of  rural  districts 
aroused  new  feelings  of  sympathy.  The  men  themselves  began  to 
entertain  the  idea  of  combining  to  enforce  remedies.  Between  1865 
and  1871,  in  Scotland,  Buckinghamshire,  Hertfordshire,  and  Here- 
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fordshire,  muons  were  formed.  The  ground  wbb  thus  graduaUy 
piepared  for  a  movement  whioh»  when  once  started,  spread  with 
surprising  rapidity.  On  Febraary  7th,  1872,  a  trade  union  of 
agricultural  labourers  was  founded  at  WeDesboume  in  Warwickdiire 
by  Joseph  Arch.  The  tinder  was  ready,  and  the  spark  was  stmok. 
By  the  end  of  the  following  montii,  64  branches  had  been  organued 
in  Warwickshire  alone.  In  May  a  Congress,  attended  by  ddegates 
from  many  parts  of  the  country,  was  held  at  Leamington,  at  which 
the  National  Agricultural  Labourers'  Union  was  formed,  and  Arch 
elected  to  be  the  first  president.  The  prime  objects  of  the  new 
organisation  were  to  raise  wages,  shorten  hours,  abolish  payments  in 
kind,  regulate  the  employment  of  women  and  children,  increase 
the  number  of  moderately  rented  allotm^its.  In  other  respects  it 
made  a  new  departure.  Up  to  1878,  trade  unions  of  the  ordinary 
type  had  confined  themselves  to  the  improvement  of  industrial 
conditions.  From  the  first,  the  Agricultural  Union  included  political 
and  social  reforms.  It  demanded  not  only  the  pariiamentaiy 
franchise  for  agricultural  labourers,  but  changes  in  the  land  laws,  the 
disestablishment  of  the  Cburch,  oiquiries  into  charitable  endow- 
ments, the  creation  of  peasant  ownerships.  It  also  introduced  new 
weapons  which  were  not  employed  by  trade  unions  of  the  industrial 
type.  It  spent  considerable  stuns  of  money  in  transferring  labourers 
from  congested  districts  to  counties  where  there  was  a  greater 
demand  for  labour  both  on  land  and  in  factories.  By  its  aid  also,  in 
the  first  nine  years  of  its  existence,  700,000  persons  emigrated  to  the 
British  Colonies  and  elsewhere.^  One  feature  the  Labourers'  Unicm 
shared  in  common  with  the  trade  unions,  and  with  disastrous 
results.  It  endeavoured  to  combine  with  its  other  objects  the  work 
of  Friendly  Societies.  But  the  attempt  proved  to  be  beyond  its 
powers,  and  became  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  its  ultimate  collapse. 
The  immediate  success  of  the  Labourers'  Union  was  considerable. 
Wages  certainly  rose,  though  no  statistical  evidence  can  be  relied 
on  to  show  the  extent  of  the  rise.  It  must  be  remembered  that  the 
better  class  of  workmen  had  left  the  poorly-paid  districts  of  the 
South  and  East,  and  that  employers  were  asked  to  pay  more  money 
for  labour  which  was  inferior  in  quality  and  less  in  result,  without 
the  advantage  of  the  better  prices  for  their  produce  which  were 
obtainable  in  the  industrial  centres  of  the  North  and  Midlands. 

^  See  the  evidence  of  Joseph  Arch  before  the  Agricultural  CommianoD  in 
1881,  Qu.  68,  422.     (Parliamentary  Papers,  1882,  voL  xiv.,  p.  51.) 
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Combination  was,  therefore,  met  by  combination.  Strikes  proved 
an  ineffective  weapon.  Employers  were  able  to  supply  the  places 
of  the  strikers,  either  from  the  general  labourers  who  stood  outside 
the  National  Union  of  Agricultural  Labourers,  or  from  the  un- 
employed and  casually  employed  population  of  the  towns.  In 
July,  1874,  after  a  prolonged  struggle  of  six  months,  the  Union 
suffered  a  severe  defeat.  Numbers,  as  well  as  funds,  began  to 
dwindle.  Inside  the  Union  there  was  a  split.  Between  it  and  the 
more  recent  Federal  Union  (1873)  arose  more  or  less  open  hostility. 
The  disastrous  period  of  1875-1884  began  to  tell  on  the  position  of 
labourers,  in  regard  both  to  amount  of  wages  and  to  regularity  of 
employment.  They  could  no  longer  maintain  their  weekly  pay- 
ments, and  their  leaders  advised  against  resistance  to  reductions. 
Much  of  the  advance  in  wages  which  had  been  gained  was  lost ; 
but  it  was  through  the  Union  that  the  parliamentary  franchise 
was  won. 

Cjmics  may  say  that  it  was  the  parliamentary  vote  which  gave 
the  labourer  his  first  real  step  upwards.  It  made  him  the  most 
important  of  the  three  classes  which  constitute  the  agricultural 
interest,  and,  from  that  moment  politicians  have  tumbled  over  one 
another  in  their  eagerness  to  secure  his  support.  Be  this  as  it  may, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  of  his  substantial  progress  since  1884.  Most 
men  of  the  class  are  still  poorly  paid ;  many  are  precariously 
employed  and  poorly  housed  ;  among  all,  poverty  is  chronic,  and, 
though  destitution  is  certainly  rare,  the  dread  of  it  is  seldom 
absent.  But,  speaking  generally,  labourers  in  1912  are  better 
paid,  more  regularly  employed,  better  housed,  better  fed,  better 
clothed.  They  are  better  educated  and  more  sober.  Their  hours 
of  labour  are  shorter.  They  are  secure  of  a  pension  for  themselves 
and  their  wives  in  their  old  age.  They  can,  if  they  choose,  make 
their  influence  felt  in  the  government  of  their  parish,  the  administra- 
tion of  their  county,  the  direction  of  the  affairs  of  the  nation  and  of 
the  empire.  Their  wives  and  children  are  no  longer  driven  by 
necessity  to  labour  in  the  fields.  What  more  can  labourers  want  ? 
may  be  impatiently  asked  by  some.  Others,  conscious  that  all 
is  not  yet  well,  may  ask  with  anxiety — ^what  more  can  be  done  ? 

It  would  be  difficult  to  answer  either  question.  Labourers,  as 
individuals,  may  know  what  they  want.  It  is  generally  some 
particular  piece  of  land.  But,  as  a  class,  they  have  not  formulated 
their  general  aspirations  in  definite  form  :    they  are  conscious  of 
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litde  more  than  disoontent  with  a  life  which  for  them  has  lost  its 
meaning  and  with  that  loas  its  savour.  Yet  peiiiaps  a  oontrast 
between  the  past  and  the  present  conditions  of  mral  villages  may 
suggest  some  sort  of  answer.  Under  the  old  system,  some  of  ibe 
existing  evils  prevailed,  as  well  as  others  which  are  now  removed. 
The  village  was  not  Arcadia.  Its  life  was  by  no  means  idjdlic.  In 
one  sense,  at  all  events,  it  was  on  a  lower  level  then  than  now.  The 
peasant  was  too  absorbed  in  his  own  surroundings  to  care  for  matters 
outside  Us  own  environment.  He  could  rarely  read  ;  he  seldom 
thought  of  anything  beyond  his  daily  pursuits ;  he  had  no  ideas 
and  few  opinions  except  on  the  praotioal  subjects  in  which  he  was 
interested.  For  many  years,  under  the  shock  of  change,  the  mind 
of  the  agricultural  labourer  was  even  less  active  and  even  more 
narrow.  His  daily  work  was  less  varied  and  more  monotonous; 
he  had  lost  the  opportunity  of  practising  the  manifold  crafts  in 
which  his  grandfather  had  been  occupied;  he  toiled  exclusively 
for  a  master,  not  for  himself.  He  fell  into  a  half-dazed  state  of 
fatahsm.  Now  this  is  changing.  Labourers  read,  think,  enquire. 
Their  minds  are  awakening  and  curious  for  information.  They  are 
slowly  beginning  to  extend  their  intellectual  horizon  beyond  thdr 
own  individual  misfortunes  or  advantages,  and  to  understand  the 
meaning  ci  economic  laws.  In  this  mental  development,  politics, 
honourably  handled,  and  dealing  with  principles  not  personalities, 
might,  and  should,  play  an  important  part.  A  great  respcmsibility 
rests  on  writers  in  the  public  press  and  on  platform  orators. 

The  mental  change  in  progress  may  account  for  the  restlessness. 
It  does  not  by  itself  explain  the  discontent.  The  peasant,  under 
the  old  system,  had  a  defimte  independent  place  in  the  community. 
He  commanded  respect  for  his  skill,  judgment,  and  experience  in 
his  own  industries.  He  was  not  cut  off  by  any  distinctions  in  ideas, 
tastes,  or  habits  from  the  classes  above.  On  the  contrary,  each 
grade  shaded  almost  imperceptibly  into  ibe  next.  To-day,  the 
intermediate  classes  have  disappeared.  Instead  of  the  ascending 
scale  of  peasant-labourer,  the  blacksmith,  carpenter,  wheelwijght, 
and  earner,  the  small-holder,  the  village  shopkeeper,  the  small 
farmer,  the  larger  farmer,  the  yeoman  occupying  his  own  land,  and 
the  squire,  there  are  in  many  villages  only  two  categories,— em|doyen 
and  employed.  The  gulf  is  wide  enou^.  It  has  been  luroadened 
by  the  progress  of  a  civilisation  which  is  more  and  more  based  <hi 
the  posseaBi<Hi  of  money.    AU  the  employing  rlsfffmn  have  moved  on 
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and  upwards  in  wealth,  in  ednoation,  in  tastes,  in  habits,  in  their 
standard  of  living.  Except  in  education,  the  employed  alone  have 
stood  comparatively  still.  The  sense  of  social  inferiority  which  is 
thus  fostered  has  impressed  the  labourer  with  the  feeling  that  he 
is  not  regarded  as  a  member  of  the  community,  but  only  as  its  helot. 
It  is  from  this  point  of  view  that  he  resents,  in  a  half -humorous, 
half-sullen  fashion,  the  kindly  efforts  of  well-meaning  patrons  to 
do  him  good,  the  restrictions  imposed  on  his  occupation  of  his 
cottage,  as  well  as  the  paraphernalia  of  policemen,  sanitary  and 
medical  inspectors,  school-attendance  officers,  who  dragoon  and 
shepherd  him  into  being  sober,  law-abiding,  clean,  healthy,  and 
considerate  of  the  future  of  his  children.  To  his  mind,  it  is  all 
part  of  the  treatment  meted  out  to  a  being  who  is  regarded  as 
belonging  to  an  inferior  race. 

The  economic  side  of  the  change  further  accentuates  the  .dis- 
content and  adds  a  practical  to  the  sentimental  grievance.  The 
peasant  worked  as  hard  as,  or  harder  than,  his  descendant.  But 
his  industry  was  more  interesting  to  him,  partly  because  it  was  more 
manifold,  partly  because  much  of  it  was  for  himself.  He  had  less 
need  of  money.  Living  more  on  his  own  produce,  he  could  satisfy 
some  of  his  wants  by  exchanges  in  kind.  When  he  had  to  buy, 
he  obtained  money  either  by  sale  of  his  own  stuff  or  by  working  for 
an  employer.  But  to  earn  weekly  wages,  or  to  be  in  regular  employ- 
ment, was  not  for  him  an  absolute  necessity.  He  was  little 
affected  by  the  laws  of  <!emand  and  supply  in  relation  to  labour. 
The  new  commercial  system,  on  the  other  hand,  has  made  the 
agricultural  labourer  entirely  dependent  on  employment  and 
money  wages.  Instead  of  producing  much  of  his  own  food,  he 
has  to  buy  it  nearly  all.  In  order  to  live,  he  must  sell  his  labour 
for  cash,  and  under  the  stress  of  new  exigencies  which  limit  his 
power  of  bargaining.  Now,  if  the  labourer  loses  employment, 
or  fails  to  find  it,  he  has  no  resource  on  which  to  fall  back.  His 
livelihood,  and,  in  case  of  tied  cottages,  his  home,  depend  on  a 
week's  notice.  A  change  in  the  ownership  or  occupation  of  the  land 
on  which  he  works  may  cut  him  adrift.  Against  this  uncertainty 
he  cannot  protect  himself.  But  he  may  lose  his  wages  in  another  way, 
and  against  this  he  can  be  partially  secured  out  of  his  savings. 
For  this  reason,  even  his  thrift  is  guided  into  new  channels  by  the 
commercial  spirit  which  necessarily  controls  his  life.  The  peasant's 
savings  went  into  the  purchase  of  a  pig  or  a  calf,  or  into  some  other 
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form  of  repioduotive  investmeat.  They  meant  a  step  upwards  in 
well-being.  But  the  labourer  of  to-day  saves  for  a  different  object. 
His  weekly  earnings,  on  which  depend  his  livelihood  and  home,  are 
all-important.  It  is  against  sickness,  therefore,  that  he  tries  to 
secure  himself  by  painful  thrift.  What  he  pays  for  insurance  is 
not  an  investment ;  the  money  that  he  puts  into  a  Friendly  Society 
is  not  capital  which  he  can  ever  use.  Once  paid,  it  is  gone  for  ever. 
His  savings  do  not  in  fact  help  him  to  put  his  foot  on  the  ladder  of 
prosperity.  They  only  serve  to  protect  his  family  and  himself 
against  a  possible  adversity.  The  great  number  of  labourers  who 
insure  in  Friendly  Societies  is  a  pathetic  proof  of  their  total  depend- 
ence on  weekly  earnings  and  of  their  haunting  dread  of  the  loss  of 
wages  through  sickness.  But  the  popularity  of  Slate  Clubs  shows 
their  consciousness  of  the  disadvantages  of  the  ordinary  insurance. 
By  dividing  out  at  the  end  of  each  year,  they  are  at  least  able  to 
secure  the  use  of  a  portion  of  their  annual  savings  as  capital. 

Under  the  older  system,  peasants  were  rarely  without  some  real 
stake  in  the  agricultural  community ;  they  wero  not  members  of 
an  isolated  class ;  they  were  not  exclusively  dependent  on  competi- 
tive wages  for  their  homes  and  livelihood  ;  they  were  seldom  without 
opportunitiee  of  bettering  their  positions  ;  they  had  not  before  them 
the  unending  vista  of  a  gradual  process  of  physical  exhaustion  in 
another's  service.  Under  the  modem  commercial  system,  the 
conditions  from  which  peasants  were  generally  free  are  those  under 
which  the  average  agricultural  labourer  lives,  though  exceptional 
men  may  struggle  out  of  their  tjnranny.  They  have  no  property 
but  their  labour.  Even  of  that  one  possession,  such  are  the  exigencies 
of  their  position,  they  are  not  the  masters.  If  they  fail  to  sell  it 
where  they  are  now  living,  or  if  they  lose  employment  by  a  change  in 
the  ownership  or  occupation  of  the  land  on  which  they  work,  they 
must  move  on.  Their  home  is  only  secure  to  them  from  week  to 
week.  For  all  wage-earning  classes,  the  modem  conditions  of 
industry  are  approximately  the  same.  But  in  villages  they  are 
relieved  by  few  of  the  compensations  which  to  the  eyes  of  country 
visitors  appear  to  be  offered  in  towns.  In  money  wages,  artisans 
are  better  paid ;  they  have  greater  chances  of  rising  to  higher  rates 
of  remuneration ;  they  have  larger  facilities  for  recreation  and 
amusement ;  so  far  as  their  homes  are  concerned,  they  are  less 
directly  under  the  thumb  of  their  employer ;  they  belong  to  a  less 
isolated  and  more  numerous  class ;    they  live  in  the  midst  of  a 
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population  which  is  still  minutely  graduated  in  the  scale  of  social 
position ;  they  have  no  excuse  for  imagining  that  laws  of  police, 
sanitation,  health,  and  school  attendance  are  designed  and  ad-, 
ministered  for  the  vexatious  control  of  their  social  and  domestic 
habits.  Agricultural  labourers  believe  that  there  is  life  in  the  towns  ; 
they  know  that  in  the  villages  there  is  none,  in  which  they  share  as 
a  right,  or  which  for  them  has  any  meaning.  They  may  be  indispens- 
able, but  it  is  only  as  wheek  in  another  man's  money-making 
machine. 

If  the  attractions  of  towns  are  to  be  counteracted,  and  agricul- 
tural labourers  lifted  from  apathy  and  hopelessness  into  contentment 
and  activity  of  interest,  a  reality,  a  purpose,  a  me€uung  must  be 
given  to  village  life.  Probably  this  can  only  be  done  eiSectively 
by  giving  labourers  readier  access  to  the  land,  and  access  as  owners. 
Tenancies  may  to  a  certain  extent  produce  similar  results.  They 
may  stimulate  pride  in  work,  provide  variety  of  interest,  offer  scope 
for  ambition.  But  the  incentive  of  ownership  is  incomparably 
stronger.  It  is  true  that  the  Board  of  Agriculture  notices  that  few 
applicants  for  land  express  a  desire  to  become  owners.  They 
certainly  do  not,  so  long  as  they  must,  under  the  existing  law,  pay 
a  deposit  of  20  per  cent,  of  the  purchase  price,  which  either  absorbs 
their  working  capital  or  compels  them  to  begin  on  borrowed  money. 
But  experience  in  the  other  direction  is  not  entirely  wanting.    The  | 

Duke  of  Bedford's  advertisement  of  seventeen  small  ownerships  at  - 

Maulden,  where  no  deposit  was  required,  produced  upwards  of  500 
applicants.  The  Small  Holdings  Act  has  provided  a  certain  quantity 
of  land.  But  its  methods  are  so  faulty,  the  rents  which  it  requires 
are  so  high,  the  interest  and  instalments  charged  on  such  necessary 
improvements  as  roads  are  so  excessive,  that  its  operations  are 
necessarily  limited.  Moreover,  if  once  the  demand  under  the  Act 
was  approximately  satisfied,  the  pressure  on  County  Council  candi- 
dates for  reductions  of  rent  would  be  so  severe  as,  in  all  probability, 
to  result  in  considerable  loss  to  the  ratepayers.  Finally,  it  may  be 
observed  that  applicants  under  the  Act  have  been,  to  a  very  large 
extent,  men  who  axe  superior  in  financial  position  to  those  for  whose 
benefit  the  measure  was  originally  designed.  Agricultural  labourers, 
pure  and  simple,  are  generally  afraid  of  the  venture,  unless  they  can 
form  a  co-operative  society,  from  which  the  stronger  men,  financially 
and  morally,  hold  themselves  aloof. 

It  is  only  by  ownership  that  the  atmosphere  can  be  re-created  in 


\ 


; 


416  CONCLUSION 

which  the  peasant  became  part  of  the  hind  and  the  land  part  of 
him.  Domestic  handicrafts  cannot  be  reviired  ;  the  old  gradation 
of  ranks  cannot  be  exactly  replaced ;  the  kisiiieliness  and  tran- 
qoilKfy  have  passed  away  for  ever  in  this  more  crowded  and  bnsUing 
age.  To  a  greater  extent  than  before,  laws  of  competitive  supply 
and  demand  jnust  dominate  labour  and  regulate  rates  of  wages. 
Bat  ladders  of  thrift  and  industry  may,  with  the  co-operation  of  the 
State,  be  planted  in  every  village  by  which  agricultural  labourers 
might  still  climb  upwards,  gain  a  permanent  stake  in  the  rural 
community,  and  escape  that  exclusive  dependence  on  employment 
and  cash  eamingB  which  renders  their  livelihood  and  homes  at 
present  insecure.  But  the  bottom  rung  of  the  ladder  must  be  placed 
low  enough.  The  opportunity  of  buying  a  freehold  cottage  and 
garden  appeals  to  every  man,  if  the  annual  instahnents  do  not  exceed 
the  annual  rent  current  in  the  neighbourhood.  The  well-intenti(med 
and  useful  restrictions  imposed  by  landlords  will  probably  be  at  once 
ignored.  Lodgers  wiU  be  taken  in,  possibly  to  the  detriment  of  the 
cottage-owner ;  pigs  and  poultry  will  be  kept  which  may  be  a 
nuisance  to  neighbours.  Such  matters  must  be  left  to  right  them- 
selves.  No  one  minds  the  smell  of  his  own  pigs  or  the  noise  of  his 
own  poultry.  Allotments,  brought  within  easy  reach  and  moderately 
rented,  should  be  universally  provided,  unless  the  undeveloped  land 
duty  raises  their  rent  to  a  prohibitive  height,  and  drives  field  gardens 
to  a  distance  which  renders  them  comparatively  useless.  No 
scheme  is  universally  applicable  to  every  locality.  Small  arable 
hoMings  or  even  farms  may  be  suitable  in  some  districts.  In  other 
parts  of  the  country  bits  of  grass  land  may  be  of  greater  value. 
For  the  addition  of  the  requisite  pasture  to  arable  holdings,  a 
common,  carefuUy  stinted,  and  regulated  by  the  small  owners  them- 
selves, as  in  the  case  of  the  Duke  of  Bedford's  scheme  at  Manlden, 
may  prove  a  useful  expedient.  In  every  village  such  a  common,  if 
properly  managed,  would  be  a  boon  by  increasing  the  local  supply  of 
milk,  which  is  scarcer  in  villages  than  in  towns. 

On  economic  hnes  such  as  these,  village  life  might  in  time  be 
reconstructed,  and  inteUectually  placed  on  a  higher  level  than  the 
old.  To  each  inhabitant  would  be  offered  the  prospect  of  a  career 
full  of  modest  possibilities  and  varied  interests.  In  the  home  and 
on  the  soil  belonging  to  their  parents,  children  might  gain  that  love 
of  country  pursuits  which  is  rarely  acquired  in  later  years,  and  that 
practical  handiness  in  all  details  of  the  management  of  land  without 
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which  they  can  never  become  efficient  workers.  Agricultural 
labourers  are  too  weU  aware  of  what  land  will  or  will  not  do  to 
demand  an  universal  system  of  small  holdings.  Tenant-farmers 
would,  therefore,  still  hold  their  own,  and,  in  the  supply  of  more 
.effective  labour,  draw  their  own  special  advantages  from  the  re- 
construction of  village  life.  Nor  need  the  means  of  meiital  expansion 
be  wanting.  Co-operative  societies  for  the  wholesale  purchase  and 
retail  sale  of  commodities,  credit  banks  managed  by  the  members 
themselves,  approved  societies  in  each  village  for  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  national  insurance,  parish  councils  freed  from  the 
tutelage  of  larger  public  bodies,  might  give  to  the  inhabitants  new 
and  wider  opportunities  of  business  training,  which  would  make 
them  more  intelligent  and  therefore  more  useful  citizens. 

The  centre  of  power  has  shifted.  It  is  no  longer  landowners  or 
tenant-farmers,  either  alone  or  in  combination,  who  hold  the  key 
to  the  rural  situation.  It  is  the  agricultural  labourer.  It  seems 
inevitable  that,  in  the  near  future,  sacrifices  will  be  asked  both  from 
owners  and  occupiers  of  land.  To  the  existence  of  both,  the  main- 
tenance of  the  principle  of  private  property  in  land  is  vital.  It  is 
on  that  issue  that  the  battle  seems  likely  to  be  fought.  The  question 
for  them  to  consider  is,  whether,  by  any  reasonable  sacrifice,  they 
can  strengthen  their  position  by  establishing  ownership  on  a  more 
democratic  basis,  or  whether,  without  material  concessions,  they 
can  successfully  defend  the  existing  system  on  its  merits.  For 
both  views,  something  may  be  said  ;  for  disunion,  nothing.  From 
their  own  knowledge  and  experience,  agriculturists  may  unite  in 
attempting  to  guide  the  movement  in  directions  which  may  materially 
affect  their  own  position,  but  will  at  the  same  time  benefit  their 
industry  as  a  whole,  and  save  intact  the  principle  of  private  property 
in  land.  If  they  give  no  practical  lead,  the  direction  of  the  move- 
ment seems  likely  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  reforming  theorists,  intent 
on  repeating  the  time-honoured  mistake  of  applying  to  agricidtural 
problems  remedies  which  are  only  applicable,  if  at  all,  to  industrial 
or  urban  difficulties.  To  all  classes  dependent  on  agriculture  the 
consequences  threaten  to  be  disastrous,  and,  most  of  all,  to  agri- 
cultural labourers.  In  the  extreme  form  of  the  proposal  of  the 
theorists,  the  whole  taxation  of  the  country  would  be  ultimately 
thrown  upon  rent.  In  order  to  lighten  the  fiscal  burdens  of  townsmen, 
agricultural  labourers,  whether  in  occupation  of  the  land  or  not, 
would  thus  be  reduced  to  a  position  to  which,  before  the  establish- 
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ment  of  British  rule,  the  only  parallel  was  afforded  by  the  Egyptian 
fdUhun.  In  the  modified  form  of  the  theory,  the  added  burden  on 
land  must  necessarily  mean  increased  rents,  and  either  reduced 
employment  or  lowered  wages.  Whichever  fonn  of  the  theory  is 
adopted  by  a  political  party,  the  first  step  is,  according  to  the 
argument  of  its  advocates,  to  ascertain  the  bare  unimproved  value 
of  agricultural  land.  For  the  purpose  of  this  enquiry,  unfor- 
tunately, the  Valuation  now  in  progress  would  be  only  a  oosUy 
farce,  if  it  were  not  also  a  serious  injustice. 
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APPENDIX   I. 

CHRONOLOGICAL  LIST  OF  AGRICULTURAL  WRITERS  DOWN 

TO   1700. 

BEFORE  THE  INVENTION  OF  PRINTING 

LaUn  Writers  on  AgricuUwre. — Cato,  Varro,  Columella,  Palladiua.  M. 
Catonis  Frisci  de  Re  Ruetica  liber;  Maroii  Terentii  Varronis  Rerum 
Ruaticarum,  libri  i.-iii ;  Lutii  Junii  Moderati  Columelloe  Ret  RusHcoe 
Liber  Pnmufl — Tertiua — Decimua,  ed.  G.  Morula.  Palladii  Rutilii 
^miliani  de  Re  Ruetica  liber  primus-liber  xiii.,  ed.  F.  Colucia.  Venice 
(1470  T).  1472. 

[Cato,  oommonly  called  the  Censor,  died  b.o.  149.  Varro  flourished  in  the 
last  century  before  Christ.  Columella,  whose  agricultural  writings  are 
the  most  useful  of  the  four  Latin  writers,  flourished  in  the  first  century  of 
the  Christian  era.  He  also  wrote  a  treatise,  De  Arharibua,  Pedladius,  who 
seems  to  have  written  in  the  fourth  century  A.D.,  borrows  largely  from 
Columella.  The  above-mentioned  book  is  the  first  printed  edition  of  any 
part  of  the  Roman  writers  on  Agriculture,  though  many  manuscripts  probably 
existed  in  the  libraries  of  English  monasteries.  Frequent  editions  were  subse- 
quently published  abroad,  but  none  apparently  in  Engletnd. 

Translations  were  also  printed  abrcMul,  e.y,  of  Coliunella  into  Italian  by 
Pietro  Lauro  (1544),  and  into  French  by  Charles  Cotereau  (1565).  But  none 
seems  to  have  been  printed  in  England  till  1725,  when  Richaid  Bradley,  F.R.S., 
Professor  of  Botany  in  the  University  of  Cambridge,  published  his  Survey  of 
Ancient  Husbandry  and  Gardening  collected  from  Cato,  Varro,  Columella,  etc. 
A  manuscript  translation  of  Pallcuiius  into  English  verse  belonging  to  the 
fifteenth  century  (1420)  was  edited  by  Messrs.  Lodge  and  Herrtage,  under  the 
title  of  PaUadius  on  Hosbondrie  for  the  Early  English  Text  Society,  1873 
and  1879.] 

Thirteenth  Century  Manuscripts, — ^Walter  of  Henley's  Husbandry.  Together 
with  an  anonymous  Husbandry,  Seneschattcie,  and  Robert  Grosseteste's 
Rules.     (Ed.  Elizabeth  Lamond.     Royal  Historical  Society,  1890.) 

[It  is  stated  by  Mr.  Donald  M'Donald  (Agricultural  Writers,  1200  to 
1800  (1908),  p.  11)  that  Walter  of  Henley's  Husbandry  was  reproduced  in 
James  BelIot*s  Booke  of  Thrifte,  1589.  The  book  does  not  appear  in  the 
British  Museum  Catalogue.  But  the  Library  contains  another  work  by 
James  Bellot  of  Caen,  entitled  Le  Jardin  de  Vertu^  etc.  (1581),  containing 
extracts  in  French  and  English  from  the  "  best  and  wisest  books.''] 

Gabdimbb  (Maybteb  Iom). 

The  Feate  of  Gardening. 

[Edited  from  the  original  fifteenth  century  manuscript  by  the  Hon. 
Alicia  Amherst  (Mn.  Evelyn  Cecil),  Archoeologia,  vol.  liv.] 


420  APPENDIX  I. 

PRINTED  BOOKS. 

GBBsosimuB  or  Pktbub  dk  Cbxbgentiis.     (Bom  1233 :  died  1320.) 

OpU9  RturdUum  Oommodorum  mm  de  AgrieuUufa.  Libri  xii.  AagstNiig, 
1471. 

[This  work  was  traoalated  into  Italian,  1478 ;  into  French,  1486 ;  into 
German,  1493.] 

LiTTLKrON  (StB  TBOMAB). 

LeteUun  Tenuris  new  eorr^de,  1616. 

[The  ediiio  prineepa  is  a  folio  volume  printed  by  Letton  and  MaohTinia 
without  date  or  title.  The  work  begins  :  "  Tenant  en  fee  simple  est,**  etc 
Another  edition,  also  without  date  or  title,  was  published  by  Machlinia, 
probably  later  as  it  contains  fewer  abbreviations. 

The  first  dated  edition  (1616)  is  in  Nonnan  French.  The  first  edition  in 
English  is  published  by  Berthelet :  Lj^Uion  TenurtB  tmOy  tramkOed  mio 
Bngly-he,  1638.] 

Moiui  (8iB  Thomas). 

lAbtXUiB  v&rt  aureua,  nee  minua  aalutaria  ^[uam  feetimu  de  opiimo  rei 
pubUcae  «fttfu,  deque  nova  Insula  Utopia.  1616. 

[The  first  edition  of  Utopia  was  printed  at  Louvain.  The  book  was 
translated  into  English  under  the  title  of  A  fruiteful,  and  pleaaant  worke 
of  the  beete  Hate  of  a  publyque  weale,  and  of  <Ae  newe  yle  eaUed  Utopia^  by 
"  Ralph  Robynson  Citizein  and  Goldsmithe  of  Londcm,"  1661.] 

FiXZKBBBKBT  (JoHN). 

1.  The  Boke  of  Hutbondrye.  1623. 
**Here  begynneth  a  newe  tracts  or  treatyse  mooste  pftable  for  all 

husbade  men." 

[Book  of  Husbandry,  ed.  W.  W.  Skeat.     English  Dialect  Society,  1882.] 

2.  The  Boke  of  Surueyeng  and  Improuvemtta.  1623 
"  Here  begynneth  a  ryght  frutefull  mater :  and  hath  to  name  the  boke 

of  surueyeng  and  improuvemets.** 

Bbmbss  (Riohabo),  "  channon  of  Merton  Abbey  besyde  London.** 

Thia  boke  eheweth  the  numer  of  lande,  ae  weU  of  woodkmdet  ae  of  lande  m 
thefeide,  and  oomptynge  the  true  nombre  of  acres  of  the  same,  etc  1637. 

TUBNBB  (WHJJAM). 

LibeUus  de  Re  Herbaria  Novua,  in  quo  herbarum  aliquot  nomina  greets, 
laHna,  db  Anglioa  habes,  etc,  1638. 

[The  first  English  version  was  entitled  The  names  of  hetbes  in  Orehe^ 
Laiin,  Englishe,  Duche  and  Frenche,  wyth  the  commune  names  that  Herbaries 
and  Apoteoaries  use.    Qathered  by  William  Turner.     1648. 

The  second  edition  of  the  work  appeared  as  A  new  Herball,  wherin  are 
oonteyned  the  names  of  Herbes  in  Oreke,  LaUn,  etc.  etc     1661.] 

8.  (W.)  or  Halbs  (John). 

The  Compendious  or  brief e  Bxamination  of  certayne  ordinary  oomplainis 
of  divers  of  our  countrymen  in  these  our  times.  1649. 

[First  printed  in  1681  but  edited  (1893)  from  the  MS.  of  1649  by 
Elizabeth  Lamond.] 

DlOGKS  (LaONARD). 

A  Book  named  Teetonioonf  briefly  shelving  the  exact  measuring  and  epedie 
reckoning  aU  manor  of  Land,  Square  Timber,  etc  1666. 

[This  book  continued  to  be  republished  at  intervals  till  the  dose  of  the 
seventeenth  century :  e.g.  1634,  1637,  1666,  1692.] 
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TuBsn  (TsoMAS). 

A  JMsndreih  good  pointes  ofhuabandrie,  1667, 

Subeequently  amplified  into 

Fiue  hundreth  good  Pointes  of  Htubandry,  united  to  <u  many  of  good 

Humffifery,  1573. 

BumnyKVTLLB  (Thomas). 

1.  A  newe  booke  oorUaming  the  arte  ofrydingand  breakynge  greate  horsee,  etc. 
[Tranalsted  from  the  Italian  of  F.  Grisone.]  1660. 

2.  The  fower  chiefyet  offices  belonging  to  Horsemanehippe.  That  ie  to  eaye, 
ihe  office  of  the  Breeder,  of  the  Rider,  of  the  Keper,  and  of  the  Ferrer,  etc, 

1565  and  1566. 
[Parts  i.  and  ii.  are  midated :  Parts  iii.  and  iv.  are  dated  1565  and 
1566  respeotively.     Part  ii.  consists  of  a  revised  edition  of  the  translation 
of  Grisone's  Arte  of  Ryding.] 

Hill  (Tsomab). 

The  proffUdbU  Arte  of  Oardeninge,  etc  ...  To  this  annexed  two  proper 
treatises,  the  one  entitled  The  merueiloue  gofiemmente  .  .  ,  of  the  Beee 
.  .  .  And  the  other,  the  yearly  oSjeetwrea  meete  for  huabandmen  to  knowe, 
Englished  by  Thomas  Hyll.  1568. 

[In  the  edition  of  1572  appears  the  following  etddition  :   Wherunto  is 
newly  added  a  treatise  of  the  Arte  of  Orafflng  and  planting  of  Treee.] 

HaUWBAOH  (CO^BAD). 

Rei  Ru^ticae  Ubri  quatuor,  Cologne,  1570. 

Masoaix  (Lsovabd). 

1.  A  Book  of  the  Art  and  Manner  how  to  graff  and  pUmt  aU  eortea  of  Treee 
etc,  1572. 
[The  book  is  mainly  a  translation  from  the  French,  with  certain  Dutch 

practices  added,  and  is  described  as  being  "  set  forth  and  Englished  ** 
by  L(eonard)  M(asoall).  It  was  published  in  the  latter  half  of  the  seven- 
teenth century  under  the  title  of  The  Oountry-Mans  new  Art  of  Planting 
and  Orafflmg,  etc,     1652.] 

2.  The  Huebandlye  OrdHng  and  Ootfemmente  of  PouUrie  Practised  by  the 
Leamedste,  and  such  as  have  bene  knoume  skUfuUest  in  that  Arte  and  in 
our  tyme,  1581. 

3.  The  first  Booke  of  OatteU :  Wherein  is  shewed  the  gouemment  of  Oxen, 
Kine,  Oahtes,  etc,  :  The  Second  booke  entreating  of  Horses,  etc. :  the  Third 
booke  entreating  of  the  ordering  of  Sheepe  and  Ooates,  Hogges  and  Dogges, 
etc,  1591. 
[The  edition  of  1596  seems  to  have  been  the  third  edition  of  this  work. 

The  book  was  often  republished  under  the  title  of  The  Oovemment  of 
OatteU.  In  the  latter  half  of  the  seventeenth  century,  it  was  edited  and 
*'  enlarged  "  by  Richard  Ruscam,  Gent,,  and  published  (1680)  under  the 
title  of  The.Oountreyman's  Jewel.] 

Soot  (Rxtkoldb). 

A  Perfite  platfdnne  of  a  Hoppe  Garden,  and  necessarie  Instructions  for  the 
making  and  maiyntenaiunce  thereof,  etc.  1574. 

BfALBIS  (XlOHOLAS). 

A  pMne  and  easie  way  to  remedie  a  horse  thai  is  foundered  in  his  feats^ 
etc  1576. 

GooGS  (Barkabs). 

^oiire  Bookes  of  Huahandrie,  coUected  by  M.  Oonradus  Heresbachius.  ,  .  . 
Newely  Englished  and  increased  by  B(amabe)  G(ooge),  Esquire.       1577 
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Habrzbon  (Wouuam). 

An  hUioricaU  desoripiUm  of  the  Idcmd  of  BrUayne,  oto.  1577. 

Lkioh  (VAJLXNmnB). 

The  Mosie  Profitable  and  eommendabUe  Sdenee  of  Surveyimg  of  LamdM^ 
eie.  1677. 

E.  (R.) 

A  Di900W9e  of  Housebandrie.  .  .  .  Dedaryng  how  6y  the  Hcumbamdnt, 
or  rather  the  Houeewiferie  of  Hennee,  etc.  15S0. 

[This  is  a  tranaUtion  of  the  Diseours  Oeoonomique,  .  .  .  Monalrani 
eomme  de  oinq  oena  liures  pour  ttne  foia  employees  Von  peuU  iirer  par 
an  quaere  mil  cinq  oene  liurea  de  proffiot  honneete,  etc,,  by  PlradeDt  Le 
Choyaelat.     1672.] 

Pabtkedok  (John). 

The  Treaeurie  of  Oommodioua  Coneeiiee  and  hidden  Seorele.  CommaiU^ 
eaUed,  The  Good  Huewwee  Closet  of  provieion  for  the  kealA  of  her  hatuehold. 

4tii  ed.  1684. 

BflvnBNifB  (ChabiiBb)  and  Lixbaui^  (Jban). 

L*AgrioUUure  et  Maieon  Ruetiqtte.  1686. 

[Estieone's  Proedium  Ruaticum  i^peared  in  1664.  From  the  French 
venion»  the  book  was  translated  by  Richard  8urfleet  under  the  title  of 
Maieon  Ruetique,  or  the  Countrie  Farme,  1600.  It  was  also  pubfished 
by  Qervase  Markham  in  1616.] 

Bbllot  (Jambs). 

The  Booke  of  Thrifts  eonte/ffning  a  peffUe  order  and  right  manner  to  proJUe 
lande  and  oUier  things  belonging  to  Huebandry.  1689. 

[Bellot's  work  it  added  on  the  authority  of  D.  M'Dcmald's  Agrietdlnral 
Writere,  1200  to  1800.] 

BIabkram  (Gbbyasb). 

1.  Diecouree  on  Horeemanshippe,  etc.  1693. 

2.  How  to  Ghuae^  Ride,  Trainee  and  Diet,  both  Hunting  Horeee  and  runmitig 
Horses,  etc.  1699. 

3.  Cavalariee  :  or.  The  English  Horseman,  oontayning  aU  the  Arte  of  Horse- 
manship, as  much  as  is  necessary  for  any  man  to  understand,  whether  hs 
be  Horse-breeder,  horse-ryder,  horse^hunter,  horse-runner,  horeeromUer, 
horse-fairrier,  horse^Keeper,  Coachman,  Smith,  or  Sadler,  etc,  1607. 

4.  The  Husbandman's  Faithful  Orchard,  etc  The  Whole  AH  of  Huebandry 
contained  in  Foure  Boohes,  viz,  i.  Of  the  Forme  or  Mansion  House,  etc 
ii.  Of  Cfardens,  Orchards  and  Woods,  iii.  Of  Breeding,  Feeding,  and 
Curing  of  aU  manner  of  Cattle,  iv.  Of  PouUrie,  FouHe,  Fishe,  and 
Bees,  etc,  1608. 

6.  Oofinfrey  Contentments ;  or,  the  Huebandman^s  Recreations,  in  two 
boohes,  etc.  1611. 

[In  the   1616  edition,  two  new  tieatises  were  added ;  **  the  seoond 

intituled.  The  English  Huswife"  was  subsequently  (1638)  issued  as  a 

separate  work,  "  edited  "  by  Countess  De  la  Warr.] 

6.  The  English  Husbandman^  drawne  into  Two  Boohes,  and  each  Booke  into 
Two  Parts,  etc.  1613. 

7.  Cheape  and  Qood  Husbandry,  eto.  1614. 
8  Maison  Rustique  ;  or,  the  Oountrey  Farme,  eto.  1616. 
9.  Markham*s  Farew4^  to  Husbandry.  1620. 
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10.  Ma/rkamCB  Medster-Peeee.  1628. 

11.  The  Inrichmmlqfthe  WetUdof  Kenl :  or  a  DirecliUm  to  the  Husbandrnum 
for  ihe  true  ordering,  moMmng,  and  inrich4ng  of  aU  Orounda  unihin  the 

WecOde  of  Kent  and  Sueeex,  eto.  1626. 

12.  A  Way  to  Get  WeaUh,  etc.  1628. 

13.  The  AH  of  Aroherie,  eto.  1634 

14.  The  Pleaaurea  of  Princee,  or.  Good  Men* a  Recreatione,  etc.  1636. 
[The  number  of  books,  new,  or  revised,  or  republished  under  different 

titles,  to  which  Markhum  put  his  name,  znakes  it  difficult  to  verily  all  of 
them  at  the  present  day.  His  different  publishers  in  the  seventeenth 
century  were  equally  puzzled  as  to  their  properties  in  his  works,  if ,  as  is 
stated,  he  was  in  1617  compelled  to  sign  die  following  memorandum : 
"  Mem. — ^That  I,  Qervase  Markham,  of  London,  gent.,  do  hereby  promise 
hereafter  never  to  write  any  more  book  or  bookes  to  be  printed  of  the 
diseases  of  any  cattle,  horse,  ox,  or  cow,  sheep,  swine  or  goats.  In  witness 
whereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  the  24th  daie  of  July,  1617,  Qervase 
Markham.'*] 

SOUTHBBNIB  (EdMXTNI)). 

A  TreaHse  concerning  the  right  use  and  ordering  of  Beee,  etc.  1693. 

Px.^T  or  Platt  (Sib  Hugh). 

1.  The  Jewel  Houee  of  Art  and  Nature  :  Oonteining  divers  rare  and  profit- 
able inventiona,  together  with  aundry  new  experimenta  in  the  Art  of  Hue- 
bandry,  etc.  1594. 

2.  Sundrie  New  and  Artificial  Remediea  againat  Famine,  .  .  .  Written 
by  H.  P.  Esq.,  uppon  the  occasion  of  this  present  Dearth.  1696. 

3.  TheNewmkdadmifrableAHeofaetlingofOornie,elto,  1600. 

4.  Delightea  for  Ladiea,  to  adome  their  Peraona,  TabUa,  Oloaeta  and  dia- 
tiUatoriea,  etc.  1602. 

6.  Fhraea  Paradiaep  beautified  .  •  .  with  aundry  aorta  of  delicate  fruitea 
andflowera,  etc.  1608. 

[Under  its  subsequent  title  of  The  Qarden  of  Eden,  etc.,  this  book  was 

one  of  the  most  popular  works  on  horticulture  among  seventeenth  century 

gardeners.] 

NoKDBK  (John). 

1.  Speoulwn  Britannioe,  The  firat  parte.  An  hiatoricaU  .  .  diaeription 
ofMiddkaex.  1693. 

2.  fipecuU  Britannioe  Para.  Eaaex  deaoribed  (1594).  [Published  by  the 
Camden  Society  in  1840  from  the  manuscript.] 

8.  SpeouU  Britannioe  Para.     The  deaeripHon  of  Hartfordahire.  1598. 

4.  JlieSurffeiora  Dialogue,  very  profitable  for  aUrnen  to  perttae,  but  eapecially 
for  Gentlemen,  Fannera,  and  Huabandmen,  that  either  ahaU  haue  occaaion  or 
be  willing  to  buy,  hire,  or  aeU  Landa,  etc.  Divided  into  five  books.  1607. 
[A  sixth  book  was  added,  1618,  '*  of  a  familiar  conference,  betweene 

a  Purchaser,  and  a  Surveyor  of  Lands,  etc.'*] 

5.  Specfdi  Britannioe  Para  Altera:  or,  a  delineation  of  Northampton- 
ahire.  1610. 

Qbrabdb  (John). 

The  Herbafl,  or,  Generall  Hiatorie  of  Plantea,  1597, 
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ILurwooD  (JOBN). 

ATr«aU8tandl)%990ur9€of^L9W€»oJih6FQrT€tit.  16M. 

[An  earlier  edition,  A  brief t  eoUeeUon  of  the  Lawee  of  ^  Bo^ret^  was 
printed  for  private  oiroolation  in  1692.] 

DUBBATIUB  (  JANUB),  BiBHOF  OF  OunTTZ. 

A  New  Booke  of  Oood  Husbandry,  .  .  .  OofUeimmg  the  order  cmd  mamer 
of  making  of  Fieh-pondee^  eto,  Tranalated  into  English  at  the  speoiBO 
request  of  Qeorge  Churohey.  1599. 

Unknowh. 

Qod  Spede  the  Plough.  1601. 

BCaxsy  (Edwabd). 

A  new  IneiueUon  (no)  of  plowing  and  setting  of  come,  handled  in  manner 
of  a  Dialogue  bekoeene  a  Ploughman  and  a  SehoUer.  1601. 

[The  author  would  be  hi^py  with  *'A  litUe  land  weO  tild,  a  little 
house  well  flld,  a  Httie  wife  weU  wild."] 

Triogb  (Frangob). 

The  Humble  PeHUon  of  Two  Sisters :  the  Church  and  the  OommomoeaUh. 

1604. 
BtrriiBB  (Ckablbs). 

Feminine  Monarehie  ;  or^  a  treatise  eoneeming  Bees.  1609. 

[The  edition  of  1694  is  written  in  English  spelt  as  it  is  spoken.  It  may 
have  been  the  dilBoulties  of  phonetic  spelling  which  prompted  its  transla- 
tion into  Latin  under  the  title  of  Monaitohia  Foeminina,  «foe  Apum 
Historia,  1673.] 

VaUOHAK  (ROWI.AND). 

Most  approved  and  long  eaoperieneed  Water  Workes.  Containing  the  manner 
of  Winter  and  Summer  drowning  of  Medow  db  pasture,  1610. 

FOUONOHAK  (WlLLIAV). 

Feudigraphia,    The  Synopsis,  or.  Epitome  of  Surveying  Modernised.     16 10. 

Stahdish  (ABTHim). 

1.  The  Commons^  Complaint.  Wherein  is  contained  two  speeiaUQrievanees. 
The  first  is  the  generall  destruction  and  waste  of  Woods  in  this  Kingdoms. 
.  .  .     The  second  Grievance  is  the  extreame  dearth  of  Victuals,  eto.   1611. 

2.  New  Directions  of  Experience  to  the  Commons  Complaint,  etc.  1613. 

Crubtok  (R.). 

An  olde  Thrift  Newly  Revived,  wherein  is  Declared  the  Manner  of  Planting, 
Preserving,  and  Husbanding  Tong  Trees.  .  .  .  Discoursed  in  a  Dialogue 
betweene  a  Surveyour,  Woodward,  Cfentleman,  and  a  Farmer,  etc.  1612. 

[This  work  is  inserted  on  the  authority  of  Donald  M*Donald'a  Agri- 
cultural Writers.  It  does  not  appear  to  be  in  the  Catalogue  of  the 
British  Museum.] 

Raxhbobnib  (Aason). 

The  Surveyor,  in  four  boohes.  1616. 

RsToa  (Robsbt). 

Breviary  of  Suffolk.  1618. 

[Edited  from  the  manuscript  by  Lord  F.  Hervey,  1902.] 
Lawsok  (Wclejax). 

A  new  Orchard  and  Garden.  1618. 
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C.  (H.) 

A  Diacovrse  concerning  the  Drayning  of  Fonnea.  1629. 

Lbvsit  (John). 

Orderinge  of  Bcea.  1634. 

Cai/thobpb  (Ghasuu). 

The  Relation  between  a  Lord  of  a  Mannor  and  a  Copyhoider,  his  Tenant, 

1636. 
[In  the  1656  edition  of  Sir  Edward  Coke*8  CompUate  Copyholder  this 
work  is  "  newly  added."] 

PowxEX  (Robert). 

DepoptdaUon  Arraigned,  1636. 

Qbtices  (TsOMAlS). 

The  Honeet  and  Pladne  dealing  Fofrrier,  or  a  preseiU  remedy  for  curing 
diaeaeea  and  hurts  in  horses,  1636. 

Cbawshby  (John). 

The  Countryman^s  Instructor,  1636. 

RmcNAKT  (Riohabd). 

A  Discourse  on  Bees,  whereunto  is  added  the  causes  and  cure  of  blasted  wJiecU, 
hops,  rye,  and  fruit.     Together  with  the  causes  of  smutty  wheat,  1637. 

Ds  Qbat  or  Ds  Qbby  (Thomas). 

The  OompiUat  Horseman  and  expert  Ferrier,  1630. 

[The  first  edition  contains  an  equestrian  portrait  of  Charles  I.  on  his  horse 
Edgar.     This  was  omitted  in  the  editions  under  the  Conunonwealth.] 

Plattbs  (Qabbibi.). 

1.  A  Discovery  of  infinite  Treasure,  hidden  since  the  Worid^s  beginning, 
etc,  1639. 
[The  book,  with  subsequent  additions,  was  republished  under  the  title 

of  Practical  Husbandry  Inyprov^d :  or,  A  Discovery,  etc,] 

2.  Recreatio  Agrioutturae,  1640. 

3.  The  Profitable  IntelUgencer,  etc.  1644. 

4.  Observations  and  Improvements  in  Husbandry.  1663. 

6.  T?ie  Countreyman*s  Recreation.  1654. 

[2,  4  and  5  are  added  on  the  authority  of  Donald  M'Donald,  op.  oit,] 

COKH  (8iB  Edwabd). 

The  oonvpUate  Copyholder,  etc.  1641. 

Best  (Hbnbt). 

Farming  and  Account  Boohs,  1641. 

[These  records  were  printed  by  the  Surtees  Society  (voL  zxxiii.,  1857), 
under  the  title  of  Rural  Economy  in  Yorkshire  in  ISH^  being  the  Famwng 
and  Aocotmt  Books  of  Henry  Best.] 

L.  (J.) 

A  Discourse  comosming  the  great  benefit  of  drayning  and  embanking.     1641 

Vbbkutdkn  (Sib  Cobmhuus). 

Discourse  touching  the  Draining  of  the  Great  Fennes,  etc  1642. 

BUBBBLL  (AnDBSWES). 

Brief  e  Relation  Discovering  Plainely  the  True  Owusea  why  the  Great  LeveU 
ofFenes  .  .  .  ?iave  been  drowned,  1642. 
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WsBTOK  (Sib  Riokabd). 

A  Dimxmrs  of  Htubtmdne  umd  m  BrtAtmi  amd  Fiamden.  1645. 

[This  txvatise,  kit  in  mannaczipt  by  Westan  to  his  sgob  as  a  IjdgMJ* 
was  piratically  printed  by  Samoel  Haitlib  in  1660.  Xlwdato  of  paUiea- 
tion  ia  given  aa  1606 ;  but  from  Hartlib'a  anctuona  dodieation  of  the 
wotk  to  "  The  Right  Honorable  the  Coonea  of  State,"  that  date  ia 
obviooaiy  wrong.  The  title-page  rana  aa  foDova  :  A  Dweotw  ofHtubamd- 
tie  tiaed  m  BrtAtmi  omd  FUmden  ;  skewing  the  womderfuU  improuumemt  of 
Land  there  ;  amd  eervmg  as  a  paifBrm  for  omr  praeHee  ta  Am  COMMON- 
WEALTH. London.  Printed  by  WiDiam  Da-Qaid,  Anno  Dom.  1606l 
Hartlib  repnhHwhed  the  Diaoouae  in  the  foUowing  year  as  Hie  Legmae.l 

Hasiub  (Samuml). 

1.  Samuel  HarUib  Hie  Legaeie  ;  cr  An  Xniargetmeni  of  the  Dieoomrwe  of 

Huebandry  ueed  in  Brabani  and  Flamnden  ;  Wherein  are  hefaealhdd  io  Ae 

Common  weatih  of  Sngtand  more  OyUandieh  and  Demeetiek  Mjsperimeni§ 

and  SeoreU  in  rsferenes  to  UniverwaU  Huebandry.  166L 

[Thia  ia  a  reprint  and  not  an  enlargHnent  of  Weaton'a  work.     Iteontaim 

nothing  by  B^artlib,  ezoept  aome  Prefaoea,  wfaidi  are  not  eonqpieuooa  for 

houeaty  or  ainoerity.     It  eonsaits  of  extraeta  from  a  wunibiir  of  lettera 

adduBBod  to  HartUb.  and  in  particolar  of  a  "  Large  Letter  "  by  Robert 

Child,  who  aigna  hia  full  name  for  the  first  time  in  the  edition  of  1665.] 

8.  The  Reformed  Hveband-man  ;  or  a  brief  TreaHee  of  the  Krrore,  D^eete, 
and  Ineoneemeneee  ofotarEngii^  Hnebandry,  ete.  165L 

[Thia  ia  not  by  Hartlib  hmMeif.     It  wm  "  Imparted  aome  yean  ago  '* 

to  him,  **  And  now  by  him  re-imparted  to  aD  ingennova  KHgHaJi-mep," 

ete.     It  ia  often  boond  op  with  the  Legaey.] 

3.  An  Sesojf  for  Advaneemeni  of  Huebondry-Lttm  ming  :  or  Propoeitiona 
fortheerreetingCoUedgeofHnebandry^eito.  165L 
fniia  treatiae  ia  probably  not  by  Hartlib  hot  poaaibly   by  Oaaay 

Dymook,  or  by  Gabriel  Pi^tea»  who  in  hia  Dieooeery  had  suggested  a 
"  CoDedge  for  InventaoiM  in  Hoabandry."] 

4.  A  Dieeovene  for  Dieieion  or  Setting  oni  of  Lmnd^  ae  to  Ae  beet  Fonn. 
PnbKahed  by  Samnel  Hartlib  EaqnirB,  tar  Direottan  ...  of  the  Ad- 
▼entorefB  and  Pianteca  in  the  Fena,  etc. 

BuxR  (Wauebb). 

The  RngUak  Improver  ;  or^aNemSmveyofHnebandry,  1649. 

Repabhahed  in  an  enlarged  form  aa 

The  SngUek  Improver  Improved,  or  the  Survey  of  Huebandry  Surveyed^  1652. 

WlKBTAllLKT  (  JbbBABD). 

A  Letter  to  the  Lord  Fairfax. Frovit^  ii  an  undeniable  XquUy  That 

the  common  People  ought  to  dig,  pUno,  piant,  and  daiag  wpon  the  Comaume^ 
wiAout  hirutg  them  or  payimg  Beni  to  any.  1649. 

TTA¥J¥«An  (Hbnbt). 

Indoeure  Thrown  Oper^  ete.  1650. 

LbTBOUBH  (WlIiLZAM ). 

Fhnomeiria  :  or  the  Whole  AH  of  Surveying  of  Land.     By  Oliver  WaOinby. 

1608l 
[Repohhahed  with  the  aatiMr*a  nama  in  166S  aa  ne  empitai  Om  iiijii .] 

TaTIAB  (Sn-VANUB). 

Ooamnom  Good  c  or  ike  Imprtuemmi  of  Cemmmte^  PiimaHi,  ated  Chmees^ 
by  Indoeurtf  ete^  1652. 
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G.  (£.) 

WaHe  Land  Improvemeni  ;  or,  Oertain  Propoeaia,  etc,  1653. 

[''  RobberieB,   thefts,   burg^ariee,   rapes,  and   murders  receive   their 
nourishment  and  encouragement  *'  from  the  wastes  lying  unenclosed.] 

MooBB  (Abam). 

Breadfor  the  Poor.  .  .  .    PromUedbff  Bnchmii^  of  the  Wa§ie»tMd  Common 
Grounds  of  England.  1 653. 

MooBE  (John). 

The  Crying  Sin  of  England  of  noi  caring  for  the  Poor,  toherein  Indoeure  w 
.  .  .  arraigned,  eonvieted,  and  oondemned  by  the  Word  of  Ood,  etc.  1653. 
[This  tract  is  answered  by  **  Pseudomisius  "  in  Consideraiume  oonoeming 
commonflelds  and  indosuree  .  .  .  partly  to  answer  some  passages  in 
another  discourse  ...  by  Mr.  J.  M.,  under  this  title  The  Crying  Sinne  of 
England,  etc.     1654.] 

AUKTIN  (RA£PH). 

A  Treatise  of  Fruit  Trees.  1653. 

Mathbw  (Fbanoib). 

1.  Of  the  opening  of  Rivers  for  NcnngaHon  the  Benefit  exempUfled  by  ihe  Two 
Avons  of  Salisbury  and  Bristol,  etc.  1653. 

2.  A  Mediterranean  Passage  by  Water  Between  the  two  Sea  Towns  Lynn 
db  Yarmouth,  etc.  1656. 

3.  A  Mediterranean  Passage  by  Water  from  London  to  Bristol,  etc.         1670. 

Lbs  (Josbfh). 

Ei>ra{ta  rov  *  Ay pov:  or  a  Vindication  of  a  Regulated  Enclosure.  1656. 

[To  this  work  and  to  "  Pseudomisius/*  John  Moore  replied  in  A  Scripture 
Word  against  Indosure,  tfiz.  such  as  doe  un-people  townes  and  un-oome 
fields,  etc.  (1656).  To  this,  "Pseudomisius"  replies  in  A  Vindication  of 
the  Considerations  concerning  Commonflelds  and  Jnolosures  ;  or,  a  Rejoynder 
unto  that  Reply  which  Mr.  Moore  hath  pretended  to  make  unto  those  Con- 
siderations (1656).] 

B[baia]  (J.). 

Herefordshire  orchards,  a  pattern  for    aU    England.     Written    in   an 
epistolazy  address  to  S.  Hartlib,  Esq.  1657. 

Sha  (J.). 

CertOMie   Plaine  and  Etuie  Demonstrations  of  divers  easie  wayes  and 
meanesfor  the  improving  of  any  manner  of  barren  land,  etc.  1657. 

Cavbndibh  (William),  Mabquis  and  Dukb  or  NEwoAaruii. 

1.  Methode  et  Invention  NouveUe  de  dresser  les  Chevaux,  etc.  1658. 

2.  A  New  Method  and  Extraordinary  Invention  to  Dress  Horses,  etc,    1667. 

Sfbxd  (Abolphus). 

Adam  out  of  Eden  ;  or.  An  abstract  of  divers  exceGfint  Experiments  touching 
the  advancement  of  Husbandry.  1659. 

Duokbtt  (Thomas). 

Proceedings  concerning  the  improvement  of  aU  manner  of  land.  1659. 

SnvBNBON  (Mattbbw). 

The  Twelve  Moneths  ;  or,  m  discourse  of  every  aetion  proper  to  each  partioular 
Moneth.  1661. 


428  APPENDIX  I. 

Mhjbb  (Abraham). 

The  Oomaryman*9  Frim^  amd  no  .  .  .  Moimiebtmk^  ele.  1681 

Atwbll  (Obobos). 

The  FaUhfuU  iSiani^yor,  etc  1661 

DuoDAUi  (Sib  William). 

The  Hiektrjf  of  Imbamkimg  amd  Draimmg,  1661 

FOBIBBT  (SaMUBL). 

BngUmd*e  IniereH  ooneidered  in  the  Inereaee  of  Trade,  1663. 

[The  aathor  argues  in  favour  of  enotomueB,  mainly  on  the  ground  that 
they  enable  ooonpien  to  i^ply  the  land  to  the  uee  for  which  it  ia  btft 
suited.] 

Yabbakton  (Andbbw). 

1.  The  Oreai  ImprovemerU  of  Lande  by  Clover,  or  the  Wonderful  Advcmiage 
by  riffht  managemeni  of  Clover.  1663. 

2.  BngUmd^e  Improvemeni  by  Sea  and  Land,  eto.  1677. 

Stranobhofbs  (Samttbl). 

A  Book  of  Knowledge,  in  Three  Portt.  The  firei,  oontaimng  a  brief  m- 
troduoHon  to  aeirology.  .  .  .  The  eeeond,  a  treatiee  of  phyeick.  .  .  .  The 
third,  the  oowUryman*e  guide  to  good  huebandry.  1663. 

[In  the  1696  edition  a  fourth  part  is  added  under  the  title  of  «« the 
wheel  of  fortune.**] 

Eybltn  (John). 

1.  Sylva  ;  or,  a  Dieeouree  of  Foreet  Treee,  1664. 

2.  Terra  ;  a  PJnloeophical  Dieeouree  of  SaHh,  relating  to  the  Culture  tmd 
Improvemeni  ofiifor  VegetaUon,  eto.  1676. 

3.  Pomona  :  a  Dieeouree  concerning  Cyder,  1679. 

FoBBiBB  (John). 

Bnffiand^e  Happineee  inoreaeed  ;  or  a  eure  and  eaeie  remedie  againei  oB 
eueeeedingdearyeare;  by  a  plantation  of  the  rooteoaUedPotaioee,  1664. 

Rba  (John). 

Flora :  eeu  de  Florum  CuUura,  Or  a  eomplete  FhrHege,  fumiehed  with 
aU  requieitee  belonging  to  a  floriet.    In  III  booke.  1666. 

[A  second  engraved  title-page  reads  Flora,  Ceree,  and  Pomona,  Editions 
were  also  published  in  1676  and  1702.] 

HuGHBs  (William). 

The  Compleal  Vineyard,  eto.  1665. 

WoBLiDOB  (John). 

1.  Syetema  HortiouUuroe,  eto.  1667. 

2.  Syetema  Agrieulturoe :  The  Myetery  of  Huebandry  dieeovered,  1669. 
8.  Treatiee  of  Huebcmdry,  eto,  1675. 
i.  Vinetum  Britannicum  ;  or  the  Treatiee  on  Cyder,  1676. 

5.  Apiarium  :  or  a  Dieeouree  on  Beee,  1676. 

6.  The  Meet  Baeie  Method  for  Making  Cyder.  1687. 

B[alobavb]  (J[oshph]). 

The  Epitome  of  Huebandry,  Comprieing  aU  neeeeeary  direotione  for  the 
improvement  of  it,  1669. 

[Other  editions  were  published  in  1670, 1675,  1685.  The  book  is  baaed 
on  Fitaherbert's  Book  of  Huebandry,] 
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Rkevb  (Gabbiel). 

Direetione  left  by  a  QerUkman  to  his  aonna  ;  for  the  ImprovemerU  of  Barren 

and  Heathy  Land,  etc.  1670. 

[This  is  to  a  great  extent  a  repetition  of  Sir  Richard  Weston's  Diecowre.'] 

Kay  (John). 

Oatalogue  Pkmtarum  AngWoe.  1670. 

IfRAQBB  (LbONABD). 

1.  The  English  Oardener  ;  or,  a  sure  guide  to  young  planters,  and  gardeners, 
in  three  parts,  etc.  1670. 

(The  tenth  edition  of  this  book  was  published  in  1704.] 

2.  The  Mystery  of  Husbandry :  or,  arable,  pastiwre  and  woodland  improved, 
etc.  1697. 

Smith  (John). 

1.  England's  Improvemeni  Revived  ;  in  a  Treatise  of  ail  manner  of  Hus- 
bandry db  Trade  by  Land  and  Sea,  etc.  Experienced  in  thirty  years 
Practice,  and  digested  into  six  Books.  1670. 

2.  Profit  and  Pleasure  United  ;  or,  the  Husbandman* s  Magazine,  etc.  1704. 
[It  is  uncertain  whether  the  John  Smith  who  wrote  England's  Improve- 
ment Revived,  was  also  the  J.  Smith,  Oent,,  who  wrote  Profit  and  Pleasure 
United.  The  two  works  have  been  attributed  to  the  same  author ;  but 
probably  they  were  by  different  writers.] 

Habwabd  (Mighajbl). 

The  Herds-man* s  Mate  ;  Or,  a  Ou4de  for  Herdsmen,  etc.  1673. 

Haines  (Richard). 

The  Prevention  of  Poverty,  1674. 

[A  plea  for  the  extended  cultivation  of  flax  and  hemp.  Haines  wrote 
several  tracts  for  the  improvement  of  the  woollen  and  linen  manu- 
factures. He  was  answered  by  *  Philo-Anglicus  *  in  Bread  for  the  Poor, 
etc.,  1678.] 

Cotton  (Charles). 

The  Planters  Manual :  being  Instrtustions  for  the  .  .  ,  Cultivating  aU  sorts 
of  Fruit-Trees,  whether  etone-Fruits  or  Pepin-Fruits,  etc.  1675. 

[By  the  author  of  the  Dialogue  in  the  Compleat  Angler.] 

liACE  (Thomas). 

Profit,  Convenienoy,  and  Pleasure,  to  the  Whole  Nation,  Being  a  Short 
Rational  Discourse  .  .  .  concerning  the  Highways  of  England.  1675. 

MOELLENBBOOK  (V.  A.). 

Cochlearia  Curiosa  ;  or,  the  Curiosities  of  Scurvy  Grass.  Englished  by 
Thomas  Shirley.  1676. 

Lambert  (Jambs). 

The  Coiiniryman*s  Treasure  ;  shewing  the  Nature,  Cause,  and  Cure  of  all 
Diseases  incident  to  Cattel,  etc  1676. 

Cook  (Moses). 

The  manner  of  rcneing,  ordering,  and  Improving  Forrest-Trees.  1676. 

Lawrence  (Anthony)  and  Beale  (John). 

Nurseries,  Orchards,  ProfUMe  Gardens,  and  Vineyards  encouraged  in 
several  letters  out  of  the  country  Directed  to  Henry  Oldenburg  Esq. 
Secretary  to  the  Royal  Society.  1677. 
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Plot  (Robebt). 

A  Natural  Hiaioiy  of  Ox/6rdshire,  1677. 

RuBDEN  (Moses). 

A  Further  Diaeovery  of  Bees,     TreaUng  of  the  Nature,  Oovemment,  Genera- 

tion  and  PreservaHon  of  the  Bee,  etc.  1677. 

[RuBden  was  BeemaBter  to  Charles  n.,  to  whom  the  wotk  is  dedicated.] 

Unknown. 

A  Treatise  of  Wool  cmd  CatteL  In  a  letter  WrUten  to  a  Friend  oeeancn'd 
upon  a  Diecourae  caneeming  the  great  Abatements  of  Rents,  and  the  law  VeUue 
of  Lands,  eUi,  1677. 

HouGBTON  (John),  F.R.S. 

A  CoUecHon  of  Letters  for  the  Improvement  of  Husbandry  and  Trade, 

1681-83  and  1691-1703. 
[The  materiala  collected  by  Houghton  were  rearranged  and  repablished 
in  4  voIb.  in  1727  by  Richard  Bradley*  F.R.S.] 

Moors  (Sib  Jonas),  F.R.S. 

1.  History  or  Narrative  of  the  Oreat  Level  of  the  Fens,  etc.  1685. 

2.  England's  Interest :  or  the  Gentleman  and  Farmer* s  Friend,  1703. 

Blome  (Riohabd). 

The  Gentleman's  Recreation,  1686. 

Unknown. 

England's  Improvement  and  Seasonable  Advice,  etc.  1691. 

Bellebs  (John). 

Proposal  for  Rensing  a  College  of  Industry  of  all  useful  Trades  and  Husbandry 
etc.  1696. 

Matheb  (WnxiAM). 

Of  repairing  and  mending  of  Highways.  1696. 

DoNAij>soN  (James). 

Husbandry  Anatomized,  or,  an  Enquiry  into  the  present  manner  of  Tilling 
and  Manuring  the  Ground  in  Scotland  for  most  Part,  etc.  1697. 

Unknown. 

The  Husbandmcm,  Farmer  and  Grasier's  Compleat  Instructor,     By  A.  8. 
Gent.  1697. 

[Sometimes  attributed  to  Adolphus  Speed  on  account  of  the  initiBls 
A.  8.  Ab  Speed  died  nearly  forty  years  before  the  publication,  it  might  be, 
on  this  argument  only,  equally  easy  to  assign  the  authorship  to  Adam 
Smith.] 

NouBSB  (Timothy). 

Campania  Foelix  ;   or,  a  Discourse  of  the  Benefits  and  Improvements  of 
Husbandry,  etc.  1700. 

Tbyon  (Thomas),  pseud.  "  Philotheoe  Phydologus." 

The  Country-man's  Companion  ;  or,  A  new  Method  of  ordering  Horses  ds 
Sheep  so  as  to  preserve  them  both  from  Diseases  and  Casualties,  1700. 
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APPENDIX   II. 

THE  POOR  LAW  FROM    1601   TO    1834. 

The  Poor  Law  suggests  two  distinct  lines  of  enquiiy — (1)  the  collection  of 
the  funds  for  Poor  Relief ;  (2)  the  expenditure  of  the  money  when  collected. 
In  other  words,  there  are  two  questions — ^how  was  the  money  raised  7  and 
how  was  it  spent  !  Only  a  slight  outline  of  the  complicated  subject  can 
be  here  attempted. 

1.  Ths  CoixxcnoN  of  the  Funds  vob  Poob  Rbuef. 

A  variety  of  rates,  statutory  or  otherwise,  were  collected  in  mediaeval 
times.  Fixed  sums  were  required  for  various  purposes,  and  their  pay- 
ment was  locally  apportioned  to  individuals  in  each  district  or  parish  according 
to  their  ability  to  pay.  Some  of  the  rates  were  assessed  on  particular  persons 
in  proportion  to  the  benefits  they  individually  received  :  some  were  raised 
for  purposes  of  more  general  utility  on  all  the  inhabitants  of  the  wider  areas 
which  were  benefited  by  the  expenditure.  Some  originated  in  feudal  tenures. 
A  part  of  the  national  taxes  even  was  raised  as  a  local  rate.  Thus  the  sub- 
sicQes  granted  to  the  Crown  under  the  name  of  "  tenths  and  fifteenths  '*  were 
apportioned  in  fixed  sums  to  the  inhabitants  of  each  district.  A  tenth  of 
the  capital  value  of  the  movables  in  cities,  boroughs,  and  ancient  demesnes, 
and  a  fifteenth  of  movables  in  the  rest  of  the  country,  were  thus  raised.  In 
1334,  a  searching  inquisition  was  made,  in  order  to  levy  the  tax  with  the 
utmost  accuracy  and  precision.  The  assessment  of  this  year  remained  for 
nearly  two  centuries  the  basis  of  future  demands.  Till  the  reign  of  Henry  VIL, 
when  another  elaborate  assessment  was  made,  the  grant  of  tenths  and 
fifteenths  meant  a  grant  of  the  sums  produced  and  apportioned  in  1334.  On 
this  basis  was  also  levied  money  needed  for  many  piuposes  of  local  govern- 
ment, not  covered  by  other  rates.  The  required  sums,  represented  by  some 
fraction  of  the  valuation  of  1334,  were  apportioned  direct  upon  the  con- 
tributors, according  to  their  estimated  ability  to  pay.  As  guides  to  relative 
mecms,  records  were  kept  in  which  were  entered  the  size  of  the  houses  in 
which  contributors  lived,  or  the  acreage  of  the  land  that  they  farmed.  In 
e£fect  these  records  resembled  valuation  lists.  Their  existence  possibly 
facilitated  the  eventual  transfer  of  liability  from  inhabitants  in  respect  of  the 
income  which  they  enjoyed  from  all  sources  to  persons  in  respect  of  the 
annual  value  of  the  immovable  property  that  they  occupied. 

The  history  of  the  origin  of  Poor  Rates  is,  however,  entirely  different  from 
that  of  other  rates,  although,  when  once  the  contribution  to  the  funds  for 
poor  relief  became  a  legal  liability,  they  naturally  were  influenced  by  the 
characteristics  of  the  rates  already  in  existence. 

The  indigent,  in  early  times,  were  relieved  by  personal  charity,  which 
religion  enforced  as  a  Christian  duty.  The  contribution  of  money  for  the 
poor  was  an  exercise  of  the  will,  measured  in  amount  by  the  means  of  the 
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giv«r.  It  was  a  monJ  izftoome-tex  from  which  no 
to  his  sbtJity  and  sobstanee.  Whether  the  payment  was  oiged  as  a  Cbriatian 
obligation,  or  enforoed  as  a  duty  which  no  one  had  the  right  to  refQae,  or 
demanded  by  the  civil  power  as  a  l^gal  Eafaility,  it  prosorvod  this  amveiBai 
character,  oniverMl  both  as  to  persons  and  as  to  sonroes  of  ineooBe. 

Gradually  the  optional  charity  passod  into  compulsory  ahne-givingp  and 
finally  into  local  taxation.  Because  this  Isst  stage  was  readied  in  the  Intter 
years  of  the  reign  ci  Elisabeth,  it  is  usual  to  say  that  the  PoorLawdates 
from  1601.  In  principle  there  was  undoubtedly  an  important  diangeu  But 
in  practice  it  haid  come  to  matter  little  whether  the  universal  obligation  to 
contribute,  which  attached  to  all  persons  according  to  their  ability,  was 
enforoed  by  religious,  or  by  l^gal,  penalties.  For  agriculturistsi,  the  ma  fly 
serious  chsnge  came  later,  when  the  universal  income-tax  raised  from  all 
Inhabitants  became  a  rate  levied  upon  ocdqpieri  in  proportion  to  the  annual 
value  of  the  inunovable  property  which  they  occupy.  It  grew  still  znoie 
important,  when  practically  all  other  rates  were  levied  according  to  the  annual 
value  of  property  rateable  to  the  Poor  Rate. 

The  charitable  relief  of  the  poor  was  never  a  national,  but  always  a  local 
burden.  Hence  some  law  of  settlement  was  necessary.  When  in  1388 
(12  Ric.  n.  c  7)  "  beggars  impotent  to  serve  "  were  confined  to  the  places 
where  they  happened  to  be  at  the  paiwing  of  the  Aot»  local  provision  was 
obviously  needed  for  their  support.  For  a  time,  the  alms  of  the  faithful 
provided  adequate  funds.  When,  however,  not  only  "  beggars  impotent  to 
serve,"  but  "  valiant  vagabonds,'*  and  "  able-bodied  vagrants  "  were  saddlgd 
on  their  birthplace  or  last  permanent  abode,^  their  maintenance  imposed  a 
heavy  burden  on  parochial  charity.  Voluntary  effort  begins  to  Esg  and 
compulsion  to  be  applied.  The  machinery  is  still  the  alms-box  ;  tlie  donon 
are  still  all  inhabitants  according  to  their  general  ability.  But  if  any  parish 
&ils  to  provide  sufficient  funds  to  succour  the  impotent  poor,  <v  to  keep 
"  sturdy  vagabonds  and  valiant  beggars  "  to  continual  labour,  the  defaulting 
pariah  was  to  forfeit  20b.  a  month.' 

Charity  did  not,  however,  provide  the  whole  funds.  In  the  legislatiQn  ol 
Edward  VL  a  distinction  begins  to  be  drawn  between  the  actual  support 
of  the  poor  and  the  expenses  incidental  to  their  maintenance.  Thus  the 
money  administered  in  direct  relief  was  still  to  be  raised  by  charitable  dona- 
tions. But  the  costs  of  removing  the  poor  to  their  birthplace  or  last  pennanent 
abode,  or  the  initial  sums  expended  in  providiug  "  convenient  houses  "  for 
the  impotent,*  or  the  expenses  of  building  Houses  of  Correction,*  are  to  be 
compulsorily  raised  by  means  of  existing  methods  of  taxation. 

The  growing  burden  of  poor  relief,  the  inadequacy  of  the  voluntary  prin- 
ciple, perhaps,  also,  the  relaxation  of  any  sense  of  the  moral  obligation  of 
charity,  are  shown  in  Elizabethan  legislation.  Alms-giving  is  abandoned 
for  compulsory  provision.  In  the  Act  of  1572  (14  Eliz.  c.  5)  the  voluntary 
principle  of  charity  survives  only  in  name.  The  justices  are  to  number  the 
poor,  calculate  the  weekly  sums  required  for  their  support  "  by  their  good 
disozetions,'*  tax  and  noocnn  "  all  and  every  inhabitant,"  register  the  names 
of  the  taxpayers,  and  the  amount  of  their  taxation,  appoint  coUeotois,  as  weQ 
as  overseers  of  the  poor.  If  any  person,  thus  taxed  and  assessed,  "  obetinately 
refuses  to  give  towards  the  help  and  relief  of  the  poor,"  or  "  wilfuUy  dis- 
courages others  from  so  charitable  a  deed,"  he  is  to  be  brought  before  two 
justices,  and  committed  to  gaol  until  he  is  "  contented  "  with  their  order. 
ITinally,  in  1697  (30  Elis.  o.  3)  the  appeal  to  charity  is  practically  thrown 

^E.g.  19  Hen.  VH.  e.  12  (1603-4) ;  22  Hen.  VIIL  e.  12  (1630-1). 

*  27  Hen.  VIIL  e.  25  (1636^). 

n  £d.  YI.  €.3(1547),  sad 3 and 4  Ed.  VL  a  16(1649). 

«18Bliz.a3(15754(). 
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aside  altogether.  The  ohurchwardeiis,  and  four  **  sabstantial  hoiueholdeny 
to  be  called  oveneers  of  the  poor/'  are  empowered  to  raise  the  neoeflsaiy 
funds  by  taxation  of  "  every  inhabitant  and  every  occupier  of  lands  "  in  the 
parish,  **  according  to  the  ability  of  the  same  parish."  If  anyone  refuses  to 
contribute  as  he  is  assessed,  distress  is  to  be  levied,  and  in  default  of  distress 
imprisonment  is  to  be  inflicted.  The  better  known  Act  of  1601  (43  EUz.  c.  2) 
is  a  repetition  of  its  predecessor,  except  that  it  gives  a  more  precise  definition 
of  the  sources  from  which  the  money  is  to  be  raised.  The  overseers  are  to 
raise  the  funds  **  by  taxation  of  every  inhabitant,  parson,  vicar,  and  other, 
and  of  every  occupier  of  lands,  houses,  tithes  impropriate,  or  propriations 
of  tithes,  coal  mines,  and  saleable  underwood." 

Under  the  Act  of  Elizabeth,  not  only  every  occupier,  but  every  inhabitant 
was  required  to  contribute,  and  the  measure  of  his  liability  was,  not  the 
annual  rental  value  of  the  inunovable  property  which  he  occupied,  but  his 
ability  to  pay.  In  modem  practice,  inhabitants,  as  such,  except  parsons  and 
vicars,  escape  payment,  and  the  accepted  criterion  of  ability  to  pay  is  rental 
value.  It  was  nearly  two  centuries  and  a  half  before  these  two  changes 
were  completed. 

In  the  seventeenth  century,  the  annual  rent,  which  traders,  manufacturers, 
or  fanners  paid  for  their  shops,  fcustories,  or  farms,  was  probably  the  best 
guide  to  an  estimate  of  their  business  profits.  It  was  at  least  more  satis- 
factory than  the  estimate  which  their  neighbours  might  form  of  those  profits. 
Very  few  years  had,  therefore,  passed  before  rental  value  was  generally 
accepted  as  practical  evidence  of  an  occupier's  ability  to  pay.  The  other 
change  was  slower  and  more  graduaL  Inhabitants  continued  liable  till  a 
much  later  date.  The  earnings  of  labotir,  whether  fees,  salaries,  or  wages, 
went  first.  The  rent  of  landlords  escaped  next.^  Personal  property  and  the 
profits  of  stock-in-trade  were  not  fully  relieved  till  1840  (3  and  4  Victoria,  c.  80). 
That  Act  provides  that  it  shall  not  be  lawful  for  the  overseers  of  any  parish, 
"  township,  or  village  to  tax  any  inhabitant  thereof,  as  such  inhabitant,  in 
respect  of  his  ability  derived  from  the  profits  of  stock-in-trade  or  any  other 
property,  for  or  towards  the  retief  of  the  poor."  Since  1840,  this  measure 
has  been  renewed  from  year  to  year. 

2.  Thb  Exsenbitukb  of  thb  Funds  raisbd  fob  Poob  Relzu'. 

From  mediaeval  times  two  distinct  classes  of  the  poor  had  to  be  dealt  with 
— the  impotent,  and  the  able-bodied.  Ecush  class  fell  into  two  subdivisions ; 
the  impotent — ^into  children,  or  the  aged,  sick,  and  infirm ;  the  able-bodied — 
into  sturdy  rogues  and  vagabonds,  or  the  honest  poor,  "  willing  to  woroke  " 
but  unable  to  find  employment.  Early  legislators  seem  to  have  recognised 
that  poverty  is  a  relative  condition  implying  the  want  of  comforts  habitual 
to  any  particular  class,  and  that  destitution  is  the  absolute  state  of  wanting 
the  necessaries  of  life.  They  accepted  as  a  moral  duty  the  direct  relief  of 
the  destitute ;  they  did  not  encourage  public  aid  to  the  unconditional  relief 
of  poverty.  They  also  discriminated  between  voluntary  and  involuntary 
indigence.  They  distinguished  those  who  are  indigent  owing  to  their  own 
conduct  from  those  who  are  reduced  to  want  by  causes  for  which  they  them- 
selves are  not  responsible.  Thus  the  impotent  poor  were  to  be  succoured 
and  relieved.  The  able-bodied  were  treated  on  different  lines,  and  each  of 
the  two  divisions  into  which  the  class  falls  was  differently  handled.  Untold 
misery  might  have  been  saved,  if  the  original  principles  of  poor  relief  had  been 
more  strictly  maintained  ;  their  gradual  relaxation,  culminating  in  the  years 
1705-1834,  sums  up  the  history  of  the  Poor  Law  from  Elizabeth  to  William  FV. 

The  relief  of  the  impotent  poor  affects  agricultural  labour  only  indirectly. 
For  this  reason  it  will  not  be  specially  discussed  here.    It  will  be  enough  to 

1  Sir  Anthony  Barby'f  oaae,  168S. 
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My  that  the  Act  of  EUaabeth  in  leOl  (43  Elis.  c.  2)  followed  pfeviow  legida- 
tion  by  direoting  money  to  be  raised  for  the  rdief  of  the  impotent  poor — '*  of 
lame,  impotent,  blind,  and  aach  other  among  them  being  poor  and  not  aUe 
to  work,"  for  the  proviaion  for  them  of  "  convenient  houaea  of  dwelling,*'  and 
for  '*  the  putting  out  of  .  .  .  children  to  be  apprentioea." 

From  the  first,  the  problem  of  dealing  with  the  able-bodied  pieoeoted  ibe 
greateet  difficulty  to  legislators.  The  necessity  of  discriminating  between 
the  two  olsBsen  of  the  able-bodied  waa  early  felt.  It  waa  forced  into  pro- 
minence, partly  by  the  increase  of  mendicancy  fostered  by 


^ving,  partly  by  the  industrial  changes,  which,  during  the  Tador  period, 
affected  both  agriculture  and  manufacture.  Sturdy  rogues  and  vagabonds 
were  punished,  under  penal  laws  of  such  ferocious  severity  that  they  defeated 
themselves — with  whipping,  branding,  imprisonment,  and  tran^Kxriation. 
For  lees  hardened  offenders  labour  was  used  both  as  a  test  and  a  penalty ; 
for  them  Houses  of  Correction  were  created ;  rewards  were  offered  far  their 
i^prehension  ;  they  were  harried  by  laws  of  aettlement  from  pariah  to  paii^ 
until  they  reached  their  place  of  birth.  Towards  the  able-bodied  pooir,  i^x> 
were  willing  to  work,  a  cUfferent  policy  waa  adopted.  It  was  at  first  aoareely 
more  lenient.  For  them  a  living  at  least,  but  not  wages,  waa  to  be  provided, 
on  condition  that  they  earned  their  food  as  slaves.  Labour  waa  the  test  of 
their  necessities.  In  1647  (1  Ed.  VI.  c.  3)  every  "city,  town,  pariah,  or 
village  "  was  required  to  provide  work  for  ita  able-bodied  poor,  or  "  to  appoint 
them  to  such  as  will  find  them  work  "  for  meat  and  drink.  Uliaabethan 
legislation  proceeded  on  more  humane  lines.  In  1676,  and  again  in  1697 
and  1601,^  **  a  convenient  stock  of  fiaz,  hemp,  wool,  thread,  irtm,"  and  other 
stuff  waa  to  be  provided  in  every  parish  "  to  set  the  poor  on  work.'*  Hie 
material  waa  to  be  wrought  up  at  the  home  of  the  needy  able-bodied  peieon, 
finished  at  a  given  time,  and  paid  for  according  to  akilL  Those  who  either 
refused  to  work,  or  spoilt  or  embeaaled  the  material,  fell  into  the  daas  of 
vagabonds,  and  were  consigned  to  a  House  of  Correction.  The  stock  was  to 
be  replenished  by  the  sale  of  the  manufactured  goods,  so  that  the  system 
might  become  self-supporting. 

The  Elizabethan  Poor  Law  was  imperfectly  administered.  Politieal 
disorders  increased  the  diBorganisation  of  the  system.  Overseers  failed  to 
collect  the  rates  ;  the  stock  was  not  uniformly  provided ;  the  vagrant  popula- 
tion had  greatly  increased.  Stanley,*  the  ex-highwayman,  writing  probably 
in  1606,  imagined  that  there  were  then  "  not  so  few  as  80,000  idle  vagranta  that 
prey  upon  the  common- wealth."  It  is  improbable  that  their  number  had  de- 
creased during  the  Civil  Wars  or  under  the  Coimnonwealth.  It  waa  against 
this  class,  and  especially  against  squatters,  that  the  Act  of  1662  '*  for  the 
better  Relief  of  the  Poor  "  (14  Car.  II.  c.  12),  commonly  known  as  the  '*  Act 
of  Settlement "  was  directed.^  The  principle  on  whteh  it  proceeded  was 
as  old  as  the  Anglo-Saxons.  Aa  the  first  step  towards  progress  and 
order,  every  man  was  required  within  40  days  to  have  a  settled  domicile,  and 
to  be  enrolled  in  some  fixed  community.  Stranger  and  outlaw  were  synony- 
mous terms.  Throughout  the  Poor  Law  legislation  from  Richard  II.  to 
EUizabeth,  the  same  principle  had  been  enforced  for  the  removal  of  the  poor 
to  their  birthplace  or  last  permanent  abode.  If  relief  was  to  be  treated  as  a 
parochial,  and  not  as  a  national,  burden,  a  settlement  was  neoessary.  But 
the  Act  of  Charles  IL  indisputably  made  the  law  more  rigid,  and  imposed 
new  fetters  on  the  mobility  of  labour.  It  recites  that  people  wandered  from 
pariah  to  parish,  endeavouring  "  to  settle  themselves  where  there  is  the 

il8Elix.o.3;99Elis.o.3;  43E]is.  0.2. 

*StanUpi^i  Remedy:  or  the  Way  how  to  Reform,  ITandrui^  Beggotn^  Ther^ei^ 
woiy  RMen,  and  PietpotdteU.    Lcmdon,  1646. 

*RqpoH  to  the  Poor  Lam  Boards  by  G.  Ooode^  1861. 
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best  stocky  the  largest  commoDs  or  wastes  to  build  cottages,  and  the  most 
woods  for  them  to  bum  and  destroy,  ...  to  the  great  discouragement  of 
parishes  to  provide  stocks,  where  it  is  liable  to  be  devoured  by  strangers." 
To  these  wanderers  were  applied  the  regulations  for  the  removal  of  vagabonds. 
Any  person  "Ukely  to  be  chargeable  to  the  parish"  imless  he  had  acquired 
a  settlement  by  a  residence  of  40  days,  might  be  removed  to  his  birthplace. 

On  this  Act  was  built  up  a  mass  of  settlement  law,  which  occupied  the 
time  of  Sessions  and  Assizes,  wasted  the  money  of  ratepayers,  and,  worst  of 
all,  fettered  labour  to  one  spot.  But  the  policy  of  the  legislature  seems  to 
have  been  to  encourage  and  facilitate  the  relief  of  those  who  satisfied  the 
settlement  test.  The  cost  of  the  Poor  Law  increased  so  rapidly  that,  in  order 
to  check  what  the  Act  of  1691  (3  and  4  Wm.  and  Mary,  c.  11)  styles  the 
frivolous  pretences  of  the  overseers,  controlling  powers  were  given  to  the 
vestry  and  the  justices.  The  control  of  the  magistrates  only  led  to  larger 
expenditure.  To  reduce  the  growing  cost  a  test  of  destitution  was  authorised. 
By  the  Act  of  1722  (9  Geo.  I.  c.  7)  churchwardeiui  and  overseers  were  empowered 
to  provide  houses  for  the  nuuntenance  of  the  poor,  to  contract  for  the  employ- 
ment of  the  inmates,  and  to  apply  the  surplus  of  their  earnings  to  the  reduction 
of  the  rates.  If  any  applicant  refused  to  enter  the  house,  he  was  not 
entitled  to  relief  of  any  Idnd  from  the  rates.  The  offer  of  a  living  was  made 
entirely  conditional  on  his  entering  the  workhouse. 

The  Act  of  1722  effectively  checked  the  spread  of  pauper  relief  wherever 
it  was  adopted.  But  the  legislation  of  George  III.  moved  in  the  opposite 
direction  of  increased  laxity.  No  doubt  the  great  rise  in  the  price  of  pro- 
visions from  1765  to  1774,^  the  disturbance  of  trade  by  the  wars  of  1766-63 
and  1774-83,  the  invention  of  the  steam-engine  and  the  spioning-jenny,  the 
rapid  growth  of  population,  presented  the  old  problems  of  unemployment 
and  poverty  in  an  acuter  form.  As  civilisation  advanced,  humanitarian 
sentiment  asserted  new  claims,  and  social  legislation  occupied  a  larger  share 
of  the  attention  of  Parliament.  The  need  for  detailed  information  respecting 
the  cost  of  Poor  Relief  led  to  the  Act  of  1776,  which  required  overseers  to 
furnish  returns  of  their  assessments  and  expenditure.  From  these  returns 
it  appeared  that  the  actual  outlay  in  that  year  was  £1,530,800.  During  the 
early  years  of  the  reign,  numerous  amendments  were  passed  in  the  ctdministra- 
tion  of  the  Poor  Law.  But  the  most  important  changes  were  made  by  the 
Act  of  1782  "  for  the  Better  Relief  and  Elmployment  of  the  Poor,"  usually 
known  as  ^'  Gilbert's  Act "  (22  George  III.  c.  83).  In  any  parish,  or  union 
of  parishes,  which  adopted  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  the  management  of  the 
poor  was  vested  in  a  visitor  and  guardians.  Poor  relief  was  thus  taken 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  overseers,  whose  duties  were  restricted  to  collecting 
and  accounting  for  the  rates.  For  the  impotent  poor,  houses  were  to  be 
provided  which  were  in  effect  almshouses,  though  they  unfortunately  inherited 
the  traditions  of  the  old  Houses  of  Correction  and  workhouses.  The  most 
serious  alterations  affected  the  able-bodied.  The  workhouse  test  of  destitu- 
tion, or  of  voluntary  pauperism,  was  partially  discontinued.  In  any  parish 
where  poor  persons,  able  and  willing  to  work  but  unable  to  find  employment, 
applied  to  the  guardian,  he  was  obUged,  under  a  penalty,  to  find  them  work 
conveniently  near  the  residence  of  the  applicants,  to  receive  their  earnings, 
to  apply  the  money  to  their  maintenance,  to  make  up  any  deficiency  out 
of  the  rates,  to  hand  over  any  surplus  to  the  earners.  Alone  among 
wage-earners,  the  able-bodied  poor  had  not  to  exert  themselves  to  find 
work  or  conduct  their  own  bckrgains  for  wages.  They  were  secure  of  a 
living,  not  if  they  worked  their  best,  but  if  they  worked  hard  enough 
and  well  enough  to  escape  punishment.     Nothing  depended  on  their  own 

^  For  1705-64,  the  aTerase  prioe  of  wheat  wai  378-  6d.  a  quarter ;  for  1765-74,  Sis.  a 
quarter.    The  pHoa  rote  35  per  cent. 
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ohanctany  skil],  or  indoBteyy  provided  only  thai  they  kepi  oat  of  the 
of  Btuidy  rogues  and  vagsbondBy  or,  as  they  were  now  calledt  ^*  the 
and  djacuderly." 

Such  meaeuree  aa  the  enooumgement  of  Friendly  SooietieBy  the  fonnHalinn 
of  Savings  Banks,  the  establishment  of  industrial  schools  were  deaigned  by 
the  Legislature  to  improve  the  oonditaon  of  the  labouring  rlamm  and  to  pro- 
vide means  of  esoi^pe  from  poverty.    Their  reroedial  effects  were  neoeaaarily 
slow  :  they  could  afford  no  relief  to  the  hardships  and  privations  into  which 
wage-eamera  were  suddenly  plunged  by  the  exceptional  rise  in  the  pcioe  of 
provisions  in  1706*6.     The  labouring  olsmien  must  have  been  broQ^i  to  the 
verge  of  famine,  unless  the  advance  in  the  cost  of  necesBazies  was  noet  by  a 
coiresponding  rise  in  wages,  or  unless  wages  were  siq»plemented  by  aoms 
form  of  charitable  allowances.     In  these  circumstances,  liyslators  and  oonnty 
magistrates  unfortunately  turned  for  their  nntn^Ai^^  remedies  to  pennnnent 
alterations  in  the  Poor  Law.     In  1796  a  tardy  attempt  was  made  to  remedy 
the  worst  abuse  of  the  laws  of  settlement.     The  removal  of  any  pesaona  was 
prohibited  until  they  had  actually  beoome  chargeable  to  the  parish  (35  Geo.  UL 
c  101).    In  the  same  year  the  Berkshire  magistrates,  by  what  was  ttooL  their 
place  of  meeting  known  as  the  Speenhamlsnd  Ai^  endeavoured  to  fix  a 
"  fair  wage  *'  by  using  the  rates  to  siq»plement  eamingpi  in  proportion  to  the 
price  of  bread  and  the  sise  of  families  (see  Chapter  XIV.).     Other  oonnties 
adopted  similar  scales  of  supplementaiy  allowances  out  of  the  rates.     At 
the  time  the  expedient  was  of  doubtful  legality ;   but  in  the  following  year 
(1796)  Parliament  confirmed  its  principle.     It  sanetianed  indiscriminate  oat- 
door  relief  (36  (3eo.  ITL  c.  23)  by  completely  abandoning  the  workhouse  test 
of  destitution.     That  part  of  the  Act  of  1722  (9  Geo.  I.  c  7)  which  had 
permitted  relief  to  be  made  conditional  on  entry  into  the  wcrkhooae  was 
repealed,  on  the  ground  that  it  prevented  "  an  industrious  poor  person  from 
receiving  such  occasional  relief  as  is  best  suited  to  lus  peculiar  caae^"  and 
held  out  "  conditions  of  relief  injurious  to  the  comfort  and  domeatio  aitoation 
and  happiness  of  such  poor  persons."    Overseen  were  authorised  to  give 
occasional  relief  in  cases  of  temporary  iUness  or  distress  at  the  hciuses  of  the 
industrious  poor  unconditionally,  although  the  recipients  refused  to  enter 
any  house  provided  for  their  Tnaint>enanoe. 

Justices  were  also  empowered,  at  their  discretion,  to  order  money  grants 
to  be  given  to  the  industrious  poor  in  their  own  homes.  The  consequences 
of  these  successive  relaxations  of  the  Poor  Law  were  not  at  the  time  viaihle. 
During  the  greater  part  of  the  war  they  were  mainly  used  for  the  relief  of 
winter  unemployment.  Substantial  advances  in  wages,  the  progresa  of 
manufacturoB,  the  increased  demand  for  labour  created  by  the  larger  area 
under  tillage  combined  to  relieve  distress.  It  was  during  the  period  of 
depression  1813-36  that  the  full  effects  were  revealed.  Both  in  manufacturing 
towns  and  agricultural  districts  employment  had  become  scarce.  Employers, 
hard-pressed  by  falling  prices,  took  advantage  of  the  relaxed  Poor  Law  to 
reduce  their  expenses,  by  throwing  on  the  ratepayers  the  greater  part  of 
thoir  labour  bills.  A  single  justice  was  further  empowered,  at  his  diseretton, 
to  order  relief  to  be  given  to  poor  persons  in  their  own  homes  for  one  month ; 
two  justices  might  extend  the  order  for  two  months,  "  and  so  on  from  time  to 
time,  as  the  occasion  shall  require."  ^ 

Within  the  next  forty  years  the  consequences  of  these  relaxations  of  the 
Poor  Law  were  folly  developed.  They  are  summarised  in  the  Report  of  the 
Parliamentary  Committee  of  1817,  and  with  greater  detail  by  the  Poor  Law 
Inquiiy  CommissionerB,  appointed  in  1832,  whose  Report  was  published  two 


iThese  powers  were  still  further  enlarged  in  1815  (66  Geo.  IIL  o.  137).  A  nngle 
justioe  might  make  so  order  for  three  months,  and  two  jestioeB  for  six  months,  *'  and  so  u& 
from  time  to  time  as  the  oooasion  shall  require." 
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yean  later.^  The  general  piinoiple  of  this  latter  Report,  on  which  was  based  the 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act  of  1834  (4  and  6  Wm.  IV.  o.  76),  was  that  outdoor 
relief  of  able-bodied  paupers  was  the  root-evil  of  the  existing  system,  and  that 
their  position  must  be  made  less  eligible  than  that  of  independent  labourers. 
Relief  must,  therefore,  not  be  given  in  the  home  of  the  recipient.  Destitu- 
tion, or,  as  the  Report  expToaoea  it,  indigence,  not  poverty,  is  to  be  regarded 
as  the  proper  object  of  a  Poor  Law,  and  the  workhouse  affords  the  only  reliable 
test  by  which  the  two  conditions  can  be  discriminated.  A  man  is  only 
destitute  when  he  is  ready  to  accept  the  restraint  of  a  workhouse  rather 
than  rely  on  his  own  resources.  Parliament  refused  to  adopt  the  extreme 
course  of  absolutely  and  universally  prohibiting  outdoor  relief  to  able-bodied 
persons  or  to  their  families,  as  the  Commissioners  recommended.  It  is  signi- 
ficant that  no  power  was  given  to  dissolve  the  Gilbert  Unions,  in  which  the 
overseers  were  compelled  by  statute  to  employ  able-bodied  applicants  for 
relief  in  work  conveniently  near  their  own  homes.  Nor  was  Parliament 
altogether  convinced  that  workhouses  were  essential  to  properly  administered 
Poor  Relief,  and  it  showed  its  hesitation  by  not  arming  the  CommissionerB 
with  powers  to  compel  their  provision.  In  other  respects  the  main  principles 
of  the  Report  were  adopted. 

The  Act  of  1834  did  not  itself  attempt  to  frame  a  new  ssrstem  of  Poor 
Relief.    It  rather  aimed  at  correcting  abuises  by  substituting  for  every  variety 
of  practice  the  uniform  adoption  of  improvements  which  experience  had 
proved  to  be  salutary.    Tnst>aad  of  elaborating  its  own  code  of  rules,  it  con- 
ferred on  a  newly  constituted  public  body  ample  discretionary  powers.     It 
altered  the  existing  law  of  settlement  and  of  bastardy.     But  the  reaUy 
important  change  which  it  effected  was  the  creation  of  a  Central  Authority, 
consisting  of  three  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  empowered  to  issue  orders 
regulating  every  detail  of  the  local  administration  of  Poor  Relief.     To  this 
Board  were  transferred  the  powers  of  all  the  unskilled  and  irresponsible 
authorities  of  16,000  parishes.    Existing  incorporations  under  Gilbert's  Act 
or  local  Acts  were  not  to  be  dissolved.     But  with  these  exceptions,  the  Com- 
missioners were  specially  empowered  to  group  parishes  into  unions  for  the 
management  of  workhouses  common  to  ^e  united  parishes,  thus  spreading 
the  cost  over  a  larger  area,  minimising  the  influence  of  local  interests,  enabling 
each  union  to  employ  competent  paid  ofiftcials,  and  facilitating  the  dassiflca- 
tion  of  the  inmates.     Power  was  reserved  to  two  justices  to  order  outdoor 
relief  in  cases  where  one  of  the  justices  tnalritig  the  order  certified,  of  his  own 
knowledge,  that  the  recipient  was,  from  old  age  or  bodily  infirmity,  unable 
to  work.     In  all  other  cases,  relief  to  the  able-bodied  was  to  be  regulated 
by  the  Commissioners'  orders,  and  any  relief  administered  contrary  to  their 
regulations  was  declared  unlawful,  and  was  to  be  disallowed.     In  pursuance 
of  these  wide  powers,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners,  appointed  under  the  Act, 
entrusted  the  ordinary  administration  of  relief  within  each  union  to  the 
"  relieving  officers,"  under  the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  subject  to 
the  following,  among  other,  regulations :    (1)  Except  in  cases  of  sickness  or 
accident,  no  relief  is  to  be  given  in  money  to  any  able-bodied  pauper,  who 
is  in  employment,  nor  to  any  pcurt  of  his  family.     (2)  If  any  able-bodied 
male  pauper  applies  to  be  set  to  work  by  the  parish,  one-half  at  least  of  the 
relief  is  to  be  in  kind.     (3)  No  relief  is  to  be  given  by  payment  of  house- 
rent,  or  by  allowance  towards  the  same.     The  first  regulations  were  tem- 
porary, designed  as  the  first  stage  in  a  stricter  administration  of  the  law. 
But  the  attitude  of  Parliament  towards  the  complete  prohibition  of  out- 
door relief  and  the  universal  establishment  of  workhouses  faithfully  reflected 
the  feeling  of  the  country.     Round  these  two  points  raged  a  prolonged  contest. 

1  Feb.  24, 1834.    It  had  been  ^eoeded  by  the  publioBtioii  of  Extractt  from  Infarfnatian 
received  hp  Hit  Maseeiy*%  Chmmiuionen^  eto.  (March  19, 1833). 
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The  workhouae  test  was  denounced  as  inhiiman  ;  the  houses  were  oondemned 
as  Bastilles  of  the  poor;  the  classification  of  the  inmates  was  resisted  aa 
contrary  to  nature.  Though  the  CommissionerB  for  some  time  steadily 
persev^ed  in  their  policy,  it  cannot  be  said  that  a  complete  victory  rested 
with  them  or  with  their  successors  (1847),  the  Poor  Law  Board.  The  points 
which  Parliament  left  open  in  1834  are  still  those  on  which  administrators  of 
the  Poor  Law  are  divided. 
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A.   PRICES  OF  WHEAT,  1646-1911.1 

(i)  SxAxncBNT  OF  THs  Aknuai.  Avksaqb  Pbiob  or  Whmat  fkb 
QuABSKB  AT  Etok,  vbox  zmi  Tbab  1646  TO  1770. 


Tmuv. 

Avenge 
Prloee. 

Tem. 

Avenge 
Prioei. 

Tears. 

Avenge 
Prioes. 

«.  d. 

«.   d. 

«.   d. 

1646- 

44  0 

1688- 

42  1 

1730  - 

33  6 

1647- 

67  6 

1689  - 

27  6 

1731  - 

30  0 

1648  - 

77  10 

1690- 

31  8 

1732  - 

24  4 

1649  - 

73  3 

1691  - 

31  1 

1733  - 

25  11 

1660- 

70  2 

1692  - 

42  8 

1734- 

36  6 

1651  - 

67  2 

1693  - 

61  11 

1735  - 

39  4 

1662  - 

46  4 

1694- 

68  7 

1736  - 

36  11 

1653  - 

32  6 

1695  - 

48  6 

1737  - 

34  9 

1654- 

23  9 

1696- 

65  0 

1738  - 

32  6 

1655- 

30  6 

1697  - 

55  0 

1739  - 

35  2 

1656- 

39  4 

1698  - 

62  7 

1740- 

46  6 

1657  - 

42  8 

1699  - 

58  7 

1741  - 

42  8 

1658  - 

59  6 

1700- 

36  7 

1742  - 

31  1 

1659  - 

60  6 

1701  - 

34  5 

1743- 

22  9 

1660  - 

51  8 

1702  - 

26  11 

1744- 

22  9 

1661  - 

64  1 

1703  - 

33  0 

1745- 

25  2 

1662  - 

67  9 

1704- 

42  7 

1746  - 

35  9 

1663  - 

52  3 

1706  - 

27  6 

1747  - 

31  10 

1664  - 

37  1 

1706- 

23  9 

1748  - 

33  10 

1665  - 

45  2 

1707  - 

26  1 

1749  - 

33  10 

1666  - 

33  0 

1708  - 

37  11 

1750- 

29  8 

1667  - 

33  0 

1709- 

71  11 

1751  - 

35  2 

1668  - 

36  7 

1710- 

71  6 

1752  - 

38  3 

1669  - 

40  7 

1711- 

49  6 

1763  - 

40  10 

1670  - 

38  1 

1712- 

42  5 

1754- 

31  8 

1671  - 

38  6 

1713- 

46  9 

1755- 

31  0 

1672  - 

37  6 

1714- 

46  1 

1756  - 

41  4 

1673  - 

42  8 

1715- 

39  4 

1757  - 

55  0 

1674  - 

62  10 

1716- 

44  0 

1758  - 

46  9 

1675  - 

59  2 

1717- 

41  10 

1759  - 

36  4 

1676  - 

34  9 

1718- 

35  6 

1760  - 

33  6 

1677  - 

38  6 

1719- 

32  0 

1761  - 

27  7 

1678  - 

54  0 

1720- 

33  10 

1762  - 

35  9 

1679  - 

55  0 

1721  - 

34  4 

1763  - 

37  2 

1680  - 

41  3 

1722  - 

33  0 

1764  - 

42  8 

1681  - 

42  8 

1723  - 

31  9 

1765  - 

49  6 

1682  - 

40  3 

1724  - 

33  10 

1766  - 

44  5 

1683  - 

36  7 

1725  - 

44  6 

1767  - 

59  1 

1684- 

40  3 

1726  - 

42  1 

1768  - 

55  6 

1685- 

42  8 

1727  - 

38  6 

1769  - 

41  10 

1686  - 

31  1 

1728  - 

49  11 

1770  - 

44  10 

1687  - 

23  0 

1729  - 

42  10 

^The  fignret  for  1646-1770  are  taken  from  IUhim»  Rdating  to  the  Importation  and 
ExportaUon  of  Com,  etc. ;  Parliamentary  Paper  177  (1843),  p.  17.  Thoae  for  1771-1910 
are  taken  from  AgricuUural  Statiittet,  1910,  toI.  zIt.  pt.  3  [Cd.  6786,  pp.  232-361. 
The  figure  for  1911  ii  taken  from  the  Journal  of  the  Board  of  Af/rieultwre^  Jan.  1912, 
p.  890. 
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(ii)  Statbmxnt  of  thx  Ajstnual  Avsbaob  Pbiob  of  Bbitibh 
m  ENOiJLBn>  Ain>  WAuns,  fbox  1771  to  1911. 
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Whbat 


Tean. 

Annual 

Average 

Prices  per 

Imperial 

Quarter. 

Tears. 

Annual 

Average 

Prices  per 

Impenai 

Quarter. 

Tears. 

Annual 
Avenge 
Prices  per 
Imperial 
Quarter. 

Wheat. 

Wheat. 

Wheat. 

1771  - 

f.  d. 
48  7 

1818  - 

I.   d. 
86  3 

1866  - 

f.  d. 
41  10 

1772  - 

62  3 

1819  - 

74  6 

1866  - 

49  11 

1773  - 

62  7 

1820  - 

67  10 

1867  - 

64  6 

1774  - 

64  3 

1821  - 

66  1 

1868  - 

63  9 

1775  - 

49  10 

1822  - 

44  7 

1869  - 

48  2 

1776  . 

39  4 

1823  - 

63  4 

1870  - 

46  11 

1777  - 

46  11 

1824- 

63  11 

1871  - 

66  8 

1778  - 

43  3 

1826  - 

68  6 

1872  - 

67  0 

1779  - 

34  8 

1826  - 

68  8 

1873  - 

68  8 

1780  - 

36  9 

1827  - 

68  6 

1874  - 

66  9 

1781  - 

46  0 

1828  - 

60  6 

1876  - 

46  2 

1782  - 

49  3 

1829  - 

66  3 

1876  - 

46  2 

1783  - 

64  3 

1830  - 

64  3 

1877  - 

66  9 

1784- 

60  4 

1831  - 

66  4 

1878  - 

46  6 

1786  - 

43  1 

1832  - 

68  8 

1879  - 

43  10 

1786  - 

40  0 

1833  - 

62  11 

1880  - 

44  4 

1787  - 

42  6 

1834- 

46  2 

1881  - 

46  4 

1788  - 

46  4 

1836  - 

39  4 

1882  - 

46  1 

1789  - 

62  9 

1836- 

48  6 

1883  - 

41  7 

1790  - 

64  9 

1837  - 

66  10 

1884  - 

35  8 

1791  - 

48  7 

1838  - 

64  7 

1886- 

32  10 

1792  - 

43  0 

1839  - 

70  8 

1886- 

31  0 

1793  - 

49  3 

1840- 

66  4 

1887  - 

32  6 

1794- 

62  3 

1841- 

64  4 

1888  - 

31  10 

1796  - 

76  2 

1842- 

67  3 

1889  - 

29  9 

1796- 

78  7 

1843- 

60  1 

1890  - 

31  11 

1797  - 

63  9 

1844  - 

61  3 

1891  - 

37  0 

1798  - 

61  10 

1846- 

60  10 

1892  - 

30  3 

1799  - 

69  0 

1846- 

64  8 

1893  - 

26  4 

1800- 

113  10 

1847- 

69  9 

1894- 

22  10 

1801  - 

119  6 

1848  - 

60  6 

1896  - 

23  1 

1802  - 

69  10 

1849  - 

44  3 

1896  - 

26  2 

1803- 

68  10 

1860- 

40  3 

1897  - 

30  2 

1804- 

62  3 

1861- 

38  6 

1898  - 

34  0 

1806  - 

89  9 

1862  - 

40  9 

1899- 

26  8 

1806- 

79  1 

1863  - 

63  3 

1900  - 

26  11 

1807  - 

76  4 

1864- 

72  6 

1901- 

26  9 

1808- 

81  4 

1866  - 

74  8 

1902- 

28  1 

1809  - 

97  4 

1866- 

69  2 

1903- 

26  9 

1810  - 

106  5 

1867  - 

66  4 

1904- 

28  4 

1811- 

96  3 

1868- 

44  2 

1906- 

29  8 

1812  - 

126  6 

1869  - 

43  9 

1906  - 

28  3 

1813- 

109  9 

1860  - 

63  3 

1907- 

30  7 

1814- 

74  4 

1861  - 

66  4 

1908  - 

32  0 

1816  - 

66  7 

1862  - 

66  5 

1909- 

36  11 

1816- 

78  6 

1863  - 

44  9 

1910- 

31  8 

1817- 

96  11 

1864- 

40  2 

1911  - 

31  8 

442  APPENDIX  HI.— CORN  LAWS 

B.  PRINCIFAL  ACTS  OF  PARLIAMENT  AFFEOnNG  THE 

CORN  TRADE. 

1360.  34  Edw.  HI.  c.  20. — ^Prohibitmg  exportation  of  com,  ezoept  by  the 
King's  license  for  the  supply  of  Calais  and  Qaaoony. 

1303.  17  Ric.  n.  c.  7. — ^Permitting  the  export  of  com,  except  to  the 
King's  enemies,  subject  to  the  power  of  the  King's  Council  to  restrain  exporta- 
tion in  the  interests  of  the  nation. 

1436.  15  Hen.  VI.  c.  2. — ^Permitting  the  exportation  of  corn,  without  the 
royal  license,  when  the  price  of  wheat  at  the  place  of  shipment  did  not  exceed 
6s.  8d.  per  quarter,  and  at  proportionate  prices  for  other  grains. 

1463.  3  Edw.  IV.  a  2. — ^Prohibiting  the  importation  of  foreign  com, 
when  the  price  of  wheat  at  the  place  of  import  did  not  exceed  6s.  8d.  per 
quarter,  and  at  proportionate  prices  for  other  grains. 

1533.  25  Hen.  VIII.  c  2. — ^Prohibiting  the  export  of  com  without  the 
royal  license. 

1551-2.  5  and  6  Edw.  VL  c.  14. — ^Persons  engrossing  com  (•.e.  buying 
com  to  sell  again)  were  subjected  to  heavy  penalties,  and,  on  a  third  offence, 
to  the  pillory,  forfeiture  of  goods,  and  imprisonment.  Persons  were,  how- 
ever, permitted  to  engross  com,  provided  that  they  did  not  forestall  it»  or 
regrate  it  (i.e.  hold  it  for  a  rise),  when  the  price  of  com  did  not  exceed  6s.  8d. 
per  quarter.  Farmers  burring  com  for  seed  were  compelled  to  sell  an  equiva- 
lent amount,  or  forfeit  double  what  they  had  bought. 

1554.  1  P.  and  M.  o.  5. — ^Restoring  freedom  of  exportation  when  the 
price  of  wheat  did  not  exceed  6s.  8d.  per  quarter,  and  of  other  graina  in 
proportion. 

1562-3.  5  Ehz.  c.  12. — Corn-badgers,  i.e.  persons  buying  com  at  open 
fairs  and  markets,  were  required  to  take  out  licenses  and  to  give  security 
not  to  engross,  forestall,  or  buy  otherwise  than  at  open  fairs  and  markets. 

1562-3.  5  Eliz.  c.  5. — Freedom  of  exportation  from  ports  specially  licensed 
by  the  Crown  extended  when  the  price  of  wheat  did  not  exceed  10b.  per 
quarter  and  of  other  grains  in  proportion. 

1570.  13  Eliz.  c.  13. — Providing  for  the  annual  settlement  of  the  average 
prices  by  which  exportation  was  regulated.  The  Lord  President  and  the 
Council  in  the  North,  the  Lord  President  and  the  Council  in  Wales,  and  the 
Justices  of  Assize,  within  their  respective  jurisdictions,  were  yearly,  upon 
conference,  had  with  the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  on  the  cheapness  and 
dearth  of  all  kinds  of  grains,  to  deteraune  the  averages  for  the  year,  and 
permit  or  prohibit  the  exportation  of  grain. 

Com  could  be  exported  freely  to  any  foreign  country  subject  to  a  customs 
duty  of  Is.  per  quarter  of  wheat  and  other  grains  in  proportion,  when  no  pro- 
clamation was  issued  to  the  contrary. 

1503.  35  Eliz.  c.  7. — ^Permitting  exportation  of  grain  subject  to  a  customs 
duty  of  2s.  per  quarter  of  wheat,  and  other  grains  in  proportion,  when  the 
prices  of  wheat  did  not  exceed  20b.  per  quarter  and  other  grains  in  proportion. 

1604.  1  Jac.  I.  c.  25. — Raising  the  limit  of  price  for  the  export  of  wheat 
to  26s.  8d.  per  quarter  and  other  grains  proportionately. 

1623.  21  Jac.  I.  c.  28. — Raising  the  export  limit  for  wheat  to  32b.  per 
quarter  and  for  other  grains  in  proportion. 

1660.  12  Car.  II.  c.  4. — ^The  export  of  com  was  permitted  whenever  the 
prices  at  the  port  of  exportation  did  not  exceed,  for  wheat,  40b.  per  quarter ; 
rye,  pease,  and  beans,  24s. ;  barley  and  malt,  20b.  ;  oats,  16s.  The  poundage 
en  exportation  amoimted  to  Is.  per  quarter  for  wheat,  4d.  for  oats,  and  6d. 
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for  other  grain.    The  import  rates,  from  pomidage,  were  as  follows,  sabjeot 
to  an  allowanoe  of  5  per  cent,  for  disootint : 

Wheat  and  baok-wheat»  when  not  exceeding  44b.  «.    d. 

at  the  port  of  importation,           -         -         -  per  quarter  2    0 

Ditto,  exceeding  44s.,        .....  ,,  04 

Rye,  beans,  barley,  and  malt,  when  not  exceed- 
ing 36s., „  14 

Ditto,  exceeding  36s., „  0    3 

Oats  and  pease, „  0    2( 

per  last  of 

Meal  of  wheat  or  rye, 12  barrels  3    0 

1663.  15  Car.  II.  c.  7. — Com  was  allowed  to  be  exported  when  the  prices 
did  not  exceed  the  following  smns  per  quarter  at  the  places  of  shipment : 
Wheat,  48s. ;  rye,  pease,  and  beans,  32s. ;  barley,  buck-wheat,  and  malt, 
28s. ;  oats,  13s.  4d.  The  import  duties  were  increased  to  the  sums  under- 
mentioned, on  com,  when  not  exceeding  the  same  prices  at  the  port  of 
importation : 

«.  d. 
Wheat,  when  not  exceeding  488.  per  quarter,  -  -  -  5  4 
Rye,  pease,  and  beans,  when  not  exceeding  32s.  per  quarter,  4  0 
Barley  and  malt,  when  not  exceeding  28s.  per  quarter,  2    8 

Oats,  when  not  exceeding  13s.  4d.  per  quarter,    -         -         -       1     4 
Buck-wheat,  when  not  exceeding  288.  per  quarter,        -         -      2    0 

1670.     22  Car.  11.  c.   13.^Intituled  "An  Act  far  the  Improvement  of 
Tillage,"  com  might  be  exported,  although  the  prices  exceeded  the  sums 
fixed  by  16  Ccur.  II.  c  7,  paying  poundage  as  before,  viz.  Is.  per  quarter  on 
wheat,  4d.  on  oats,  and  6d.  on  other  grain.     Rates  of  duty  on  importation 
were  imposed,  in  lieu  of  poundage,  on  com  when  under  certain  prices  at  the 
port  of  importation,  as  follows : 

«.    d. 
On  wheat,  when  not  exceeding  53s.  4d.  per  quarter,     -         -     16    0 
Ditto,  exceeding  538.  4d.,  and  not  above  80s.  per  quarter,     -      8    0 
Rye,  pease,  and  beans,  when  not  exceeding  40s.  per  quarter,     16     0 
Barley,  malt,  and  buck-wheat,  when  not  exceeding  32s.  per 

quarter,    -         -         -         -         -         -         -         -         -16     0 

Oats,  when  not  exceeding  168.  per  quarter,  -      5    4 

Wheat-fiour — as  Wheat. 

When  exceeding  those  prices,  poundage  as  before  was  chargeable,  vis.  4d. 
on  wheat,  3d.  on  rye,  beans,  barley,  and  malt,  2^.  on  oats  and  pease. 

1680.  1  William  and  Mary,  c.  12. — Bounties  were  granted  on  the  exporta- 
tion of  the  following  articles,  ground  or  unground  : 

8.  d. 

Wheat,  5s.  per  quarter,  when  the  price  was  at  or  under             48  0 

Rye,  38.  6d.  per  quarter,  when  the  price  was  at  or  under       -     32  0 
Barley  and  malt,  2b.  6d.  per  quarter,  when  barley  was  at  or 

under 24  0 

1707.  5  Anne,  c.  20. — Bounties  were  allowed  on  the  export  of  the 
following : 

Beer  or  bigg,  2b.  6d.  per  quarter,  when  the  price  was  at  or  «.  d. 

under 24  0 

Malt  made  of  wheat,  5s.  per  quarter,  -         •         -         -         -  48  0 

Oatmeal,  2s.  6d.  per  quarter,  when  oats  were       -         -         -  15  0 

1774.     13  Geo.  m.  c.  43,  from  1st  January. 
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I>DTXBB  OK  IMPOSCA9XOV. 


Wheneyw  the  prioeB  of  middling  Britiah  com  at  the  port  of  importation 
weie  at  or  above  the  following  same,  the  midennentianed  rates  wefe  to  be 

paid : 

Piloaa.  Datj. 

Wheat  (and  bnck-wheat),                 48i.  6d.  per  qr.  on  wheat. 

2d.  per  owtb  on  floor. 

Rye,  peeoe,  and  beans,                      3Si.  3d.  per  qr. 

Barley,  beer  or  bigg»                          Ma.  2d.  per  qr. 

Oata, 16a.  2d.  per  qr. 

When  the  prioes  were  onder  those  snma,  the  former  eoale  of  duties  beeame 
ohargeable ;  in  which  ease,  oom  and  flour  were  allowed  to  be  warahonsed  at 
the  principal  ports,  paying,  on  deliveiy  for  home  consomption,  soeh  daty  as 
might  be  doe  at  that  time. 


The  export  to  foreign  parts  of  oom  or  meal,  floor,  malt,  and  bread  and 
biwnit  made  therefrom,  was  prohibited  when  British  com  was  at  or  above 
the  following  soms,  per  quarter,  at  the  port  of  exportation :  wheat,  44a. ; 
rye,  pease,  and  beans,  28b.  ;   barley,  beer  or  bigg,  sBh. ;   oats,  14a. 

Bounms  ok  Bbitibr  Cobn,  Gboitkd  ob  IlNOBOum),  Ezpobtbd  in 


When  the  prioes  of  wiM^iliTig  oom  were  under  the  following  sums  at  the 
port  from  wUoh  exported,  vis. : 

Wheat,  -        .        .      44s.        A  bounty  allowed  of  Os.  per  quarter 

on  wheat,  and  malt  made  there- 
from. 

Rye,       ...      28s.        A  bounty  allowed  of  8s.  per  quarter 

on  rye. 

Barley,  beer  or  bigg,       22b.        A  bounty  allowed  of  2b.   6d.  per 

quarter  on  barley,  beer  or  bigg, 
and  on  malt  made  therefrom. 

Oats,      •         •         •       14a.        A  bounty  allowed  of  2b.  per  quarter 

on  oats,  and  2b.  6d.  per  quarter 
on  oatmeal,  at  the  rate  276 
lbs.  to  the  quarter. 

1791.  31  Geo.  m.  c.  30,  from  15th  November. — ^In  order  to  ascertain  the 
average  home  price  of  oom,  the  Act  directed  that  the  maritime  counties  of 
England  should  be  divided  into  twelve  dietricts,  and  that  the  prices,  ascertained 
separately  for  these  districts,  shoidd  regulate  the  duties  and  bounties  in  ecush. 

The  export  of  wheat  was  prohibited,  when  wheat  was  at  or  above  468.  per 
quarter.  The  export  of  other  com  or  meal  was  prohibited  at  proportionate 
prices.    The  duties  on  imparted  wheat  were  as  follows  : 


From  Ireland,  or  BriMah  Colonies  or 
Flaatationa  in  North  America. 


Under  48s.  per  qr., 

At  or  above  48s.  but  under  62b., 

At  or  above  52b.,  ... 


From  other  parts. 

Under  50b.,  .... 

24 

3 

At  or  above  60b.  but  under  54s., 

2 

6 

At  or  above  64s., ... 

0 

6 

The  importation  of  other  species  of  grain  was  regulated  by  proportionate 
duties  at  proportionate  prices. 
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1796.  36  Geo.  IIL  a  21.— Bounties  granted  (for  the  fizst  time)  on  com 
imported  at  certain  ports  in  British  or  neutral  vessels,  from  24th  September, 
1795,  to  30th  September,  1796,  vis.  : 

Wheat  and  flour  from  any  port  of  Europe,  south  of  Cape  Finisterre,  from 
the  Mediterranean  or  Africa  : 

^  ^*IS  *S^  °*  """^'  T"^*^  ''"'l  UntU  the  q««aty  of 

fl..  <m  every  o^of  wheat-flour,         -         -J      4W.0OO  quarter,. 

Wheat  and  flour  from  other  parts  of  Europe  (not  British  Dominions) : 

Ifis.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not^ 

less  than  440  lbs.,  -         -         - 1  Until     the     quantity 

12s.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not  V     amounts  to  600,000 

less  than  424  lbs.,       -         -         -         -I      quarters. 
4s.  6d.  on  every  cwt.  of  wheat-flour,  -         -J 

Wheat  and  flour  from  the  British  Colonies  or  the  United  States  of  America  i 

20s.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not^ 

less  than  440  lbs.,       ....    Until   the   quantity 
16s.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not  -     amounts  to  600,000 

less  than  424  lbs.,      ....        quarters. 
6s.  on  every  cwt.  of  wheat-flour,         -         -J 

On  wheat  and  flour  exceeding  the  quantities  to  which  the  bef  orementioned 
bounties  are  limited : 

10s.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not  less  than  440  lbs. 
8s.  on  every  quarter  of  wheat  weighing  not  less  than  424  lbs. 
3s.  on  every  cwt.  of  wheat-flour. 

Im>IAN  COBN  AJSm  MXAIta 

6s.  for  every  quarter  of  com,  -\  Until  the  quantity  together  amounts 

Is.  6d.  for  every  cwt.  of  meal,  -t      to  600,000  quarters. 

3s.  for  every  quarter  of  com,  -1   Exceeding  the  limited  quantity  of 

Is.  for  every  cwt.  of  meal,  -  j       600,000  quartern. 

Byb. 

10b.  for  every  quarter  weighing  not  less  than  400  lbs.  until  the  quantity 

amounts  to  100,000  quartern. 
68.  for  every  quarter  exceeding  the  limited  quantity  of  100,000  quarters. 

N.B. — On  warehoused  com  delivered  out  within  three  .months,  three-fifths 
of  the  bounty  granted  on  the  importations  from  the  Mediterranean,  allowed. 
(2j^  cwt.  of  wheai-flour  deemed  equal  to  one  quarter  of  wheat,  and  3(  cwt. 
of  Indian  meal  to  one  quarter  of  Indian  com.) 

1804.  44  Qeo.  in.  c.  109,  from  16th  November. — ^The  plan  for  ascertain- 
ing the  average  prices,  as  laid  down  by  the  Act  of  1791,  was  altered,  and  it 
was  now  directed  that  importation  and  exportation  should  be  regulated  in 
England  by  the  aggregate  average  of  the  12  maritime  districts  into  which  it 
was  divided,  and  in  Scotland  by  the  aggregate  average  of  the  four  Scotch  dis- 
tricts. The  averages  were  to  be  taken  four  times  a  year.  In  1806,  by 
46  Geo.  m.  o.  86,  the  plan  was  again  altered,  and  it  was  arranged  that  the 
prices  both  in  England  and  Scotland  should  be  regulated  by  the  average 
prices  of  the  12  English  maritime  districts. 
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1814.  64  Qeo.  m.  o.  60,  from  17th  June. — Com,  grain*  meal,  and  flour 
(bread  and  biacuit  added  by  Treaauiy  Order),  to  be  ezp<nied  at  all  times 
without  payment  of  duty,  and  without  reoeiving  any  bounty. 

1816.  66  Qeo.  III.  c.  26,  from  Maroh  23. — ^Foroign  and  colonial  com,  meal, 
or  flour  might  be  at  all  times  imported,  and  warehoused,  without  payment 
of  duties ;  but  it  oould  only  be  taken  out  of  warehouse  for  home  consumpticm, 
or  entered  for  the  like  purpose  on  importation,  whenever  the  prices  of  British 
corn  should  be  at  or  above  the  following  sums,  and  then  duty  free : 


Wheat, 

Bye,  pease,  and  beans. 
Barley,  beer  or  bigg, 
Oats,   - 


For  Corn  of  the  Britiib 

Colonies  in  North 

America. 


67s.  per  quarter. 

44s. 

33s. 

22s. 


99 


99 


»» 


For  Com  not  ol  the 

British  Colonies  in 

North  America. 


80b.  per  quarter. 

538. 

40b. 

27b. 


»t 


>• 


ft 


1822.     Table  of  duties  payable  by  Act  3  George  IV.  c.  60,  on  wheat  when 
admitted  for  home  consumption : 


From  the  British  Colonies  or 
FUntaUons  of  North  America. 

From  other  parts. 

Duty. 

Addi. 
tioiial 
for  the 

When  the  average  prioes  of 
British  Wheat  should  be 

When  the  average  prioes  of  British 
Wheat  should  be 

first 

three 

months. 

Under  67s.  per  quarter. 
At  or  above  67s.,  but  under 
71b.,       -         -         .         . 
At  or  above  7 Is., 

Under  80s.  per  quarter. 

At  or  above  80b.,  but  under 

858.,        .... 
At  or  above  868., 

128. 

6b. 
Is. 

6b. 

5b. 

The  importation  of  other  grain  was  regulated  by  proportionate  prioes 
and  duties. 

1825.  6  Geo.  IV.  c.  64  (temporary). — The  prohibitions  and  restrictionB 
upon  the  importation  of  wheat,  the  produce  of  the  British  poBseesions  in 
North  America,  and  the  duties  payable  thereon,  under  the  Acts  of  1815  and 
1822,  were  suspended  from  22nd  June,  1825,  until  the  end  of  the  then  next 
session  of  Parliament,  diuing  which  period  such  wheat  might  be  entered  for 
home  consumption,  whatever  might  be  the  average  price  of  British  com,  on 
payment  of  a  duty  of  5b.  per  quarter.  (The  provisions  of  this  Act  expired 
in  July,  1827.) 

1828.  9  Qeo.  IV.  o.  60. — ^The  duties  on  wheat  imported  £rom  any  foreign 
country  were  as  follows :   When  the  average  price  ox  wheat  is 

66s.  and  under  67b.,  the  duty  to  be  20b.  8d.  per  quarter. 


67b. 

68b. 

68b.           „ 

608. 

608. 

70b. 

70b. 

71s. 

7  Is. 

72s. 

72s. 

738. 

at  or  above 

73s. 

fr 


»» 


9t 


91 


»» 


»> 


•f 


188. 
168. 


8d. 
8d. 


138.  8d. 

lOs.  8d. 

6b.  8d. 

28.  8d. 

Is.  Od. 


f> 


f» 


»t 


»f 


*t 


99 


»f 
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The  duties  on  wheat  imported  from  any  British  Possession  out  of  Europe 
were  as  follows  :  When  the  average  price  of  wheat  is 

Under  678.  per  quarter,  the  duty  to  be  5s.  Od. 
At  or  above  678.    „  „  Ob.  6d. 

The  importation  of  other  grain,  foreign  or  colonial,  was  regulated  by  pro- 
portionate prices  and  duties. 

1842.  6  and  6  Vict.  c.  14,  from  29th  April.— The  Act  of  1828  repealed  and 
another  scale  of  duties  imposed.  The  prices  for  the  regulation  of  the  duty 
to  be  made  up  and  computed  on  Thursday  in  each  week  from  the  returns 
received  of  the  sales  of  com  the  produce  of  the  United  Kingdom  during  the 
preceding  week  ending  Saturday,  and  a  certificate  thereof  to  be  transmitted 
to  the  officers  of  the  Customs  at  the  respective  ports  on  the  same  day. 


PrioM 

When  under  61s., 

61b.  and  under  62b., 
62s.  ..         666., 


Duty  per 
qr. 

ff.      d. 


Rates  of  duty  <m  wheat  "  Imported  from  any  foreign  country  '*  (i.e.  not  being 
the  produce  of  and  imported  from  any  Britieh  PoeeeeHon  out  of  Burope), 

Duty  per 
qr. 

«. 

10 
0 
8 
7 
6 
6 


66s. 
66s. 
67b. 
68s. 
69s. 
60s. 
61s. 


66s., 
67s., 
68s., 
696., 
60b., 
61s., 
62b., 


-  20 

0 

-  19 

0 

-  18 

0 

-  17 

0 

-  16 

0 

-  16 

0 

-  14 

0 

-  13 

0 

-  12 

0 

.  11 

0 

Prices. 


When  62b.  and  under  63s., 


638. 
640. 
66s. 
66e. 
69s. 
706. 

718. 

72s. 


>t 


f» 


f» 


»9 


ff 


>» 


»9 


»f 


64s., 
666., 
66e., 
69s., 
706., 
71s., 
72s., 
73s., 


73s.  and  upwards. 


4 
3 
2 
1 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


Batee  of  duty  on  wheat,  the  produce  of  and  imported  from  any  Britieh  Poseeeeion 

out  of  Europe. 


When  under  66s., 

66s.  and  under  66s.,   - 
66e.  1*         67s.,   - 


>» 


6 

4 
3 


0 
0 
0 


When  678.  and  under  68s., 
68s.  and  upwards. 


2 
1 


0 
0 


These  duties  ceased  to  apply  to  wheat  and  flour,  the  produce  of  Canada^ 
imported  after  10th  October,  1843.     See  1843. 

The  importation  of  other  grain,  foreign  or  col6nial,  was  regulated  by  pro- 
portionate prices  and  duties. 

1843.  6  and  7  Vic.  c.  29. — In  consideration  of  a  duty  of  3s.  per  quarter 
having  been  imposed  by  the  Legislature  of  Canada  on  wheat  imported  into 
that  province  from  other  places  than  the  United  Kingdom  or  British 
Possessions,  the  duty  on  wheat  and  wheat  flour,  the  produce  of  Canada, 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  after  10th  October,  1843,  and  during 
the  continuance  of  the  duty  of  3s.  in  Canada,  is  to  be  at  all  times  Is.  per  quarter 
on  wheat,  and  on  flour,  for  every  196  lbs.  a  duty  equal  to  that  payable  on 
38}  gallons  of  wheat  (or  4}d.  per  cwt.). 

1846.  9  and  10  Vict.  c.  22.— From  Feb.  1,  1849,  the  following  fixed  rates 
of  duty  on  com,  meed  and  flour  came  into  operation  in  lieu  of  those  previously 
levied  under  the  same  Act : 

Wheat,  barley,  beer  or  bigg,  oats,  rye,  pease,  and  beans.         Is.  per  qr. 
Wheatmeal  and  flour,  barley  meal,  oatmeal,  rye,  meal 

and  flour,  pea  meal  and  bean  meal,  4)d.  per  cwt. 

1869.  The  duties  on  com  were  entirely  repealed  from  the  1st  June  by  32 
and  33  Vic.  c.  14. 
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(7.  THE  ASSIZE  OF  BREAD.^ 

The  Aamxe  of  Bread,  like  the  Aamze  of  Ale,  f oxmed  part  of  the  syBtem  by 
which,  in  the  intereste  of  consiimexB,  prices  of  food  and  drink  were  regulated. 
The  AasiBe  is  defined  in  one  of  the  moat  famous  of  mediaeval  statuteB-— the 
Auisa  Poms  et  OeroiticB.  But  though  the  name  is  familiar,  the  date  of  the 
statute  is  uncertain.  Probably  passed  towards  the  end  of  the  reign  of 
Henry  IIL  (1266  ?),  that  part  of  it  which  referred  to  bread,  though  revised 
and  altered  by  subsequent  legislation,  remained  in  force  for  London  till  1815, 
and  for  the  rest  of  the  country  till  1836. 

It  was  the  duty  of  Justices  of  the  Peace  to  "  set  the  Assise,"  in  other  words* 
to  adjust  the  weight,  quality,  and  price  of  bread  to  the  current  prices  of 
wheat,  with  the  addition  of  an  allowance  for  the  labour  and  skill  of  the  baker. 
The  method,  by  which  this  adjustment  was  effected,  was  extremely  com- 
plicated. It  started  with  the  legal  liability  of  the  baker  to  make  418  lbs.  of 
bread  out  of  every  quarter  of  wheat.  Ilie  first  step  was  to  ascertain  the 
average  price  fetched  by  a  quarter  of  wheat  in  the  public  markets  of  the 
neighbourhood.  The  next  step  was  to  add  to  this  price  the  diacretionaiy 
allowances  for  the  expenses  aiid  skill  of  the  baker.  These  two  sums,  added 
together,  represented  the  total  sum  for  which  the  418  lbs.  were  to  be  sold. 
The  last  step  was  to  calculate  the  exact  weight  of  bread  which  each  penny 
would  buy,  in  order  that  the  whole  418  lbs.  might  realise  the  ascertained  sum. 
The  table,  thus  calculated,  was  called  the  Assize  of  Bread  :  in  it  were  given 
the  weights  of  the  loaves  which  were  to  be  sold  at  the  customary  prices. 
The  Attuse  was  periodically  proclaimed,  and  to  sell  bread  above  the  price  or 
below  the  weight  set  out  in  the  current  table  was  a  penal  oftence. 

The  amount  of  bread  to  be  made  from  each  quarter  of  wheat  remained 
unaltered  down  to  1710  (8  Anne,  c.  11),  when  it  was  reduced,  it  is  said  acci- 
dentally, from  418  lbs.  to  417  lbs.  The  allowance  of  the  baker  on  each 
quarter  of  wheat  varied  more  widely.  In  1497  it  was  2s.  But  the  Church 
Rate,  Education,  Sanitary,  Police,  and  Poor  Rates,  had  not  then  to  be  taken 
into  consideration.  In  1620  these  payments  entered  into  the  calculation. 
In  that  year  the  white  bakers  of  London  petitioned  that  the  allowance  should 
be  raised  from  6s.  to  8s.,  owing  to  their  necessary  expenses  for  food  and 
clothing,  and  "  the  teaching  at  school "  of  their  children,  their  "  duties  to 
the  parson,  the  scavengers,  for  the  poor,  for  watching  and  warding,"  etc. 
The  items  of  the  allowances  at  the  earlier  period  are  sometimes  quaint,  e.g. :  * 

Furnace  and  wood, 6d. 

The  Miller, 4d. 

Two  joumeynken  and  two  apprentices,        ....  5d. 

Salt,  yeast,  candle,  and  saokbands, 2d. 

Himself,  his  house,  his  wife,  his  dog  and  his  cat,  -         -         •  7d. 


•« 


In  all  -  2s.  Od." 

The  average  price  of  a  quarter  of  wheat  from  1453  to  1497  is  said  to  have 
been,  in  modem  money,  14s.  Id.'  Taking  this  figure  as  an  illustration,  the 
method  of  "  setting  the  Assize  *'  may  be  thus  exemplified.  The  addition  of 
the  discretionary  allowance  of  2b.  to  the  price  (14s.  Id.)  of  the  quarter  of 
wheat  gives  as  the  total  16s.  Id.  The  justices  had  to  calculate  the  weight 
of  each  penny  loaf,  so  that  the  whole  418  lbs.  of  bread  might  be  sold  to  realise 

^The  Asiiie  of  Bread  is  fully  treated  in  O.  Atwood*s  Beview  of  iht  StatnUu  cmd 
Ordinances  of  Asnse,  1202-1797  (1801),  and  in  an  article  by  Sidney  and  Beatrice  Webb 
in  The  Kconomie  Jowmtd  for  June,  1904,  pp.  196-218. 

SQuotedby  Sidney  and  Beatrice  Webb  in  " The  Assize  of  Bxe^'' {Boowmic  Jowrnal, 
June,  1904,  p.  197). 

•Adam  Smith,  WeaUh  of  Natdom,  M'CnUoeh's  edition  (I860),  p.  117. 
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16b.  Id.  The  table  of  wei^ts  and  prices,  so  oomputed  and  proclaiznedy  was 
the  Assise  of  Bread.  Beddes  his  allowanoe,  the  baker  had  for  his  profits 
the  ofEalSy  and  his  "  advantage  bread,"  consisting  of  the  additional  amount 
which  he  could  make  out  of  the  quarter  of  wheat  over  and  above  the  fixed 
418  lbs.  of  bread.  The  flour  whidi  the  baker  obtained  from  the  miller  was 
to  be  worked  up  into  three  different  qualitiee  of  bread.  Their  proportionate 
values  were  fixed.  Thus,  when  one  penny  would  buy  1  lb.  of  "  breiad  treet,** 
or  household  bread,  it  would  approximately  buy  }  lb.  of  "  bread  of  the  whole 
wheat "  or  wheaten  bread,  or  ^  lb.  of  "  wastell,"  or  white  bread.  Put  in 
another  way,  when  the  finest  white  bread  cost  one  penny  a  pound,  the  pound 
of  wheaten  and  of  household  bread  could  be  bought  at  the  approximate 
prices  of  three-farthings  and  of  one  halfpenny  respectively. 

It  is  difficult  to  say  whether  Assizes  of  Bread  were  in  tiie  Stewart  period 
very  generally  set.  They  were  certainly  much  more  frequently  proclaimed 
in  towns  than  in  country  districts  where  bread  was  usually  baked  at  home. 
By  the  end  of  the  seventeenth  century,  the  practice  seems  to  have  fallen  into 
disuse,  even  in  corporate  towns.  An  attempt  to  revive  it  was  made  by 
the  Government  in  1 7 10  in  the  interests  of  consumers.  The  statutory  allow- 
ance of  bakers  was  raised  to  twelve  shillings  per  quarter,  and,  as  has  been 
already  stated,  the  amount  of  bread  to  be  made  from  the  quarter  of  wheat 
was  reduced  from  418  lbs.  to  417  lbs.  A  still  more  important  change  was 
necessitated  by  the  intervention  of  a  new  class  of  trader  between  the  baker 
and  the  wheat-grower.  The  industrial  organisation  had  become  more  com- 
plicated than  it  was  in  the  Ifiddle  Ages.  Bakers  no  longer  bought  their 
quarters  of  wheat  direct  from  the  farmer,  carried  them  to  tihe  mill,  paid  the 
miller  for  grinding,  and  carried  away  the  product  in  the  form  of  flour  and 
ofials.  Now  millers  themselves  bought  the  wheat  from  the  growers,  ground 
it  into  flour,  separated  it  into  different  qualities,  and  sold  them  at  different 
prices  to  the  bakers.  These  changed  conditions  were  most  ineffectively  met 
by  empowering  the  justices,  at  their  option,  to  calculate  their  tables  on  the 
prices  either  of  wheat  or  of  flour.  The  local  prices,  thus  settled  by  the  justices 
and  returned  to  the  Custom  House  officers,  suppKed  the  statistics  by  which, 
under  the  Com  Laws,  the  bounties,  the  prohibitions  of  exports,  and  the  duties 
on  imports  were  to  a  great  extent  regulated. 

The  Act  of  1710  remained  unaltered  till  1758.  If  no  other  proof  existed, 
it  might  be  concluded  from  this  fact,  that  the  prices  of  wheat  remained  low. 
When  the  prices  of  food  rose,  public  discontent  was  generally  expressed  in  a 
demand  for  some  change  in  the  laws  by  which  they  were  regulated.  Prac- 
tices which,  though  irritating,  were  tolerated  in  days  of  cheapness,  became 
in  times  of  scarcity  burdensome  beyond  endurance.  Complaints  were  always 
numerous,  but  mostiy  from  the  trade.  It  was,  for  instance,  alleged  that 
country  districts  were  unprotected  against  frauds  by  neglect  of  the  practice 
of  setting  Assises  which  had  proved  beneficial  in  towns ;  that  the  izif ormers 
who  profited  by  the  penalties  under  the  Act  wero  mischievously  active ; 
that  bakers  could  not,  owing  to  their  dependence  on  the  millers,  comply  with 
the  regulations ;  that  the  wheat  prices  wero  improperly  taken ;  that  the 
best  white  bread  could  not  be  produced  at  the  prices  fixed  in  the  tables ; 
that  the  lower  quality  of  bread  was  largely  adulterated  by  the  use  not  only 
of  alum  but  of  burnt  bones,  chalk,  lime,  and  whiting;  that  the  poorest 
classes  refused  to  eat  any  bread  except  that  made  from  the  whitest  flour, 
and  sacrificed  the  nouriEdmient  of  wheat  to  an  absurd  fashion.  The  last 
complaint  illustrates  the  tendency  of  history  to  repeat  itself.  The  pamphlets 
of  the  day  exhaust  the  subject  of  the  "  whole  meed  "  agitation  of  1911 ;  but, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  ei^^teenth  century,  the  demand  for  white  bread  was 
a  sign  of  an  improved  standard  of  living. 

l^e  Act  of  1710  remained  in  force  t^  1758.    Among  the  bakers  it  was 
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nnpofNilar;  thera  is  Ibh  evidoDoe  thftt  it  rti—tMnil  oanmnecB.  ^Ihb 
pfioes  rofle,  it  was  homan,  nnoe  natonl  oanaet  wefe  bejrood  oontvol,  to  Uanie 
the  method  of  seCtiiig  the  Amue.  The  ymr  1767  wae  one  oi  MMveity ;  bj 
the  Biietol  tahles  the  penny  loaf  wetf^MBd  only  4  oil  14  dwt.  Hmto 
immediAte  dwnend  for  a  ehange  in  the  law.  In  1768  a  new  Aet  wae 
(31  Qeo.  IL  o.  S9)»  codifying  the  existing  law,  and  introdoeing  altetatiaDa 
whieh  seem  to  have  been  ondnJy  faTooiable  to  baken.  Biead  waa  to  be 
made  of  two  qnalitiea  only,  whei^en  and  hooaehold ;  the  nomber  of  poonda 
to  be  eold  per  qnarter  was  rednoed  from  417  to  366 ;  baken  were  alknred 
to  ehooae  whether  they  wonld  sell  in  their  shops  "  asBned  *'  loaves,  vdiioh  vaned 
in  wei^t  bat  were  fixed  in  price,  or  "  prised  "  loaves,  varying  m  prioe  boi 
fixed  in  weight.  The  Statute  fixes  l»y  a  table  of  proportion  the  weight  d 
the  Id.  loaf  of  wheaten  and  of  hoosshold  bread,  regulated  by  the  prioe  of 
wheat  and  the  baker's  aOowanoe.  It  also  settles  in  the  same  way  the  price 
of  the  "  prised  "  loaf.  By  a  later  Aet  the  wheaten  bread  was  to  be  stamped 
with  W  and  the  hoosehold  with  H.  The  "  prised  "  loaf  was  the  "  peek 
loaf,"  made  from  2  gallons  of  wheat  or  14  lbs.  of  floor,  and  wei^iiiig  17  Vtm. 
6  OB.,  and  its  subdivisions— the  haH  peck  loaf  (8  lbs.  11  os.) ;  the  quarter 
peck  or  quartern  (4  lbs.  6|  os.) ;  and  the  half  quartern  (2  lbs.  2}  oc).  To 
prevent  fraud,  no  baker  was  allowed  to  sell  in  the  same  shop  "  asaised  "  sb 
well  as  "  prised  "  loaves.  The  Assises  were  to  be  periodically  proclaimed 
according  to  the  fiuotuataons  in  prices,  and  were  not  to  remain  in  iotee  moR 
than  14  days. 

The  Act  of  1768  fell  oo  txoublous  times.  The  period  1766-74  waa  one  of 
scarcity.  The  high  prices  of  bread  were  attributed  to  the  malpractices  of 
bakors  and  millen.  It  was  alleged  that  the  changes  in  the  law  had  allowed 
them  unusual  opportunities  for  making  excessive  profits.  It  is  poasiUe  that 
this  was  the  case.  No  assay  of  fiour  was  attempted.  Consequently,  mifleis 
were  able  to  return  their  product  as  being  of  superior  quality,  though  tbey 
continued  to  supply  the  ii^erior  grades,  and  bakors  conformed  to  the  Aaaiie 
by  adulterating  the  standard  of  both  the  legalised  Hssww  of  bread.  An 
agitation  was  begun,  which  resulted  in  the  Act  of  1773  (13  Qeo.  ITL  c  62). 
Tbe  number  of  pounds  of  bread  to  be  sold  out  of  each  quarter  of  wheat  «w 
restored  to  its  former  basis ;  regulations  were  made  prescribing  the  method 
in  which  fiour  was  to  be  dressed ;  the  old  standard  iidieaten  bread,  friiieh, 
"  according  to  the  antient  order  and  custom  of  the  realm,"  had  existed 
**  from  time  unmemorial,"  was  again  legalised,  and  was  to  be  stamped  S.W. 
There  were,  therefore,  once  more  three  qualities  of  bread — wheaten,  standsid 
wheaten,  and  household.  The  proportionate  cost  of  the  three  kinds  was 
also  regulated.  The  same  wei^ts  of  wheaten,  standard  wheaten,  and  house- 
hold were  to  be  sold  respectively  at  Sd.,  7d.,  and  6d.  No  atteo[q>t  was  made, 
except  in  the  case  of  standard  wheaten,  to  define  the  quality  of  the  difiereci 
breads.  Standard  wheaten  was  to  consist  of  the  whole  produce  of  the  grain* 
the  bran  or  hull  only  excepted,  and  the  fiour  of  which  it  was  made  was  to 
weigh  three-fourths  of  the  wheat  from  which  it  was  ground. 

^e  new  Act  may  have  been  as  easily  evaded  as  the  old.  But  the  fall  in 
prices  after  1774  cheapened  bread,  and  the  contented  consumer  probably 
attributed  his  relief  to  the  success  of  the  new  law.  The  extraordinary  riv 
in  prices  which  took  place  from  1794  to  1812  revived  the  whole  questioo  of 
the  efficacy  of  Assizes  of  Bread  in  aggravated  form.  In  1812  at  Orantham 
the  weight  of  asrined  bread  to  be  bought  for  one  penny  was  only  4  os.  6  dwtt 
bringing  the  cost  of  the  quartern  1^  to  Is.  4(L  The  rise  was  so  unpre* 
cedented,  that  millers  and  baken  were  suspected  of  every  variety  of  nus- 
demeanour.  Bakers  eqpedally  were  charged  with  reducing  the  wei^t,  and 
raising  the  price  of  bread  beyond  the  limits  justified  lyy  the  advance  in  the 
prioe  of  wheat.    There  was  a  general  demand  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
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Aaase  of  Bread.  In  some  distriots,  justioea  prohibited  the  sale  of  any  kind 
of  bread  except  the  standard  wheaten.  In  others,  they  set  the  table  of  prices 
so  low  that  bakers  refused  to  bake.  The  Assise  was  either  disregarded,  or 
public  subscriptions  were  raised  to  induce  bakers  to  continue  their  trade. 
The  regulations  naturally  failed  to  lower  piioe8»  though  some  effect  may  have 
been  produced  in  compelling  bakers  to  follow  their  variations.  Among 
other  devices  to  reduce  the  price  of  wheat  was  the  authority  given  to  bakers 
in  1795  (36  Qeo.  HI.  c.  22)  to  make  and  seU  bread,  stamped  with  M,  which 
was  mixed  with  other  ingredients  than  com.  But  the  people,  for  whose 
relief  the  mixed  bread  was  designed,  resolutely  refused  to  touch  it.  They 
rejected  even  standard  wheaten  and  household  bread,  and  demanded  the 
finest  and  whitest  bread.  It  was  in  vain  that  members  of  Parliament,  Privy 
Councillors,  magistrates,  aldermen,  and  vestrymen  endeavoured  to  set  the 
fashion  by  eating  the  coarser  qualities  themselves.  The  people  clung  to 
their  improved  standard  of  living,  and  bakers  could  only  satisfy  the  tastes 
and  pockets  of  their  customers  by  the  production  of  white  bread  which  was 
artificially  whitened  by  wholesale  adulteration. 

Efforts  were  made  to  improve  the  system  of  setting  the  Assize.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  Report  of  a  Select  Parliamentary  Committee,  an  amending 
Act  was  passed  in  1813  (63  Geo.  III.  c.  116).  But  the  feeling  was  becoming 
more  and  more  general  that  regulations  affecting  prices  of  food  were  mis- 
chievous, that  legislation  was  powerless,  and  that,  where  laws  failed,  free 
competition  might  succeed.  Another  Select  Committee  was  appointed  to 
consider  the  *'  Laws  relating  to  the  Manufacture  Sale  and  Assize  of  Bread." 
On  their  Report  in  1815,  an  Act  was  passed  (55  Qeo.  III.  c.  49),  which  applied 
only  to  London  and  a  metropolitan  area  of  ten  miles  round.  Bakers  were 
permitted  to  sell  loaves  of  specified  weight  at  any  price  they  chose.  In 
provincial  towns  the  Assize  still  lingered.  In  1821  a  Report  in  favour  of 
complete  freedom  of  trade  was  presented  to  the  House  of  Commons  by  a 
Committee  appointed  to  consider  the  "  Regulations  relative  to  the  Making 
and  the  Sale  of  Bread."  The  immediate  result  of  their  Report  was  the  Bread 
Act  of  1822  (3  Qeo.  IV.  c.  106),  which  finally  abolished  all  regulations  of 
weight  or  price  in  London.  Its  remoter  effect  was  the  application  of  a  similar 
Act  to  the  provinces.  In  1836  (6  and  7  Wm.  IV.  c.  37)  the  Assize  of  Bread 
was  at  last,  after  an  existence  of  nearly  six  centuries,  finally  abolished. 
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Tablb  2.--The  Land  of  England  and  Wales  and  its  Products  in  1688.  {Nakmtl 
and  PoMieal  Ohs&rvationa  and  OoneduBiona  upon  the  Staie  and  OandUion 
of  England,  1696,  by  Gregory  King ;  ed.  Chalmers,  1804,  p.  52.) 


AOTM. 

Value  per  Acre. 

Rent. 

Arable  land,^    .... 
Pasture  and  meadow. 
Woods  and  coppices. 
Forests,  parks,  and  commons,  • 
Heaths,  moors,  mountains,  and 

barren  land. 
Houses  and  homesteads,  gar- 
dens and  orchards,  churches 
and  churchyards. 

Rivers,  lakes,  meres,  and  ponds, 
^Roads,  ways,  and  waste  land,    - 

9,000,000 

12,000,000 

3,000,000 

3,000,000 

10,000,000 

1,000,000/ 

500,000 
500,000 

£     s.     d. 
0    5    6 
0     8     8 
0    5    0 
0    3     8 

0     1     0 

The  land 
The  buildings 

0    2    0 

2,480,000 

5,200,000 

750,000 

570,000 

500,000 

450,000 
2,000,000 

50,000 

InaU, 

39,000,000 

about  6    2 

12,000,000 

^Davenanton  Trade  (ed.  Whitworth,  vol.  iL  p.  216)  gives  the  arable  area  at  9  million 
aeres,  and  the  area  of  pasture  and  meadows  at  12  million  serei. 


TABI.B  S,^An  Betimate  of  the  Live  Stock  of  England  and  Walee  in  168a 
{Davenani  on  Trade,  ed.  Whitworth,  vol  ii.  p.  219.) 


Yearly  Ivreed 

The  whole 

Value  of  each 

Value  of  (he 

or  increase. 

Stock. 

•kin 

1 

8took. 

£     •. 

d. 

£ 

Beeves,  sterks,  and 

calves. 

800,000 

4,500,000 

2     0 

0 

9,000,000 

Sheep  and  lambs,    - 

3,600,000 

12,000,000 

0     7 

4 

4,440,000 

Swine  and  pigs. 

1,300,000 

2,000,000 

0  16 

0 

1,600,000 

Deer  and  fawns. 

20,000 

100,000 

2     0 

0 

200,000 

Qoats  and  kids. 

10,000 

^     50,000 

0  10 

0 

25,000 

Hares  and  leverets,- 

12,000 

24,000 

0     1 

6 

1,800 

Rabbits  and  conies. 

2,000,000 

1,000,000 

0    0 

5 

20,833 

7,742,000 

19,674,000 

0     0 

0 

15,287,633 
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APPENDIX   V. 

Tabia  h-^EwtknaieM  of  the  Aenage  cf  BngUmd  and  Wakt  amd  the 

Area  under  diffemnl  kinds  oj  Grope. 

{An  Inquiry  into  the  State  of  National  Subnetenee,  by  W.  T.  Comber, 

LondoD,  1808.     Appendix  XXV.) 

Grope.  Acreew 

Wheat, 3,160,000 

Barley  and  rye, 861,000 

Oats  and  beiuia, 2,872,000 

Clover,  rye,  graas,  etc., 1,149,000 

Roota  and  cabbages  cultivated  by  the  plough,  1,150,000 

Fallow,     -                  2,297,000 

Hop-grounds, 36,000 

Kursery-grounds, 9,000 

Fruit  and  kitchen  gardens  cultivated  by  the  spade,  41,000 

Pleasure-grounds, 16,000 

Lands  depastured  by  cattle,         ....  17,479,000 

Hedgerows,  copses,  and  woods,   ....  1,641,000 

Ways,  water,  etc., 1,316,000 

Total  cultivated  area,        ....  32,027,000 

Commons  and  waste  lands,        ...  6,473,000 

Total  acreage  of  England  and  Wales,            -  38,500,000 


Tablb  2. — 1827. 

(Select  Committee  on  Emigration,  1827.    Evidence  of  Mr.  W.  Cooliiig. 

Seeaional  Pctpere,  1827,  vol.  v.,  p.  361.) 


Terrltorlil 
divirioiie. 

Arable  Iftnd 
end  gardens. 

Meadows, 

pastures,  and 

marshes. 

Uncultivated 

improTeable 

wastes. 

UnimproveaUe 
wastes. 

IVital 
acreage. 

England,    - 
Wales, 

Acres 
10,252,800 
890,570 

Acres 
15,379,200 
2,226,430 

Acres 
3,454,000 
530,000 

Acres 
3,256,400 
1,105,000 

Acres 

32,342,400 

4,752,000 

Total, 

11,143,370 

17,605,630 

3,984,000 

4,361,400 

37,094,400 
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APPENDIX   VI. 

COLLECTION  OF  TITHES   (1793-1816.) 

The  following  vaiiatioiis  in  the  methods  of  ooUeoting  tithes  are  mentioned 
in  the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agrioulture  on  the  respective  counties. 

1.  Eastern  and  Nobth-Eastbbn  Countibb. 

Bedford,  A  corn-rent  generally  adopted,  .instead  of  an  allotment  of  land 
when  enclosures  are  made.  Few  enclosed  parishes  continue  tithable.  HeJf 
the  parishes  are  Vicarages,  and  the  great  tithes  are  in  the  hands  of  lay  impro- 
priators.    In  about  10  parishes  tithes  are  collected  in  kind. 

Combs.  Much  tithe  collected  in  kind,  the  hirer  paying  from  3s.  to  6s.  4d. 
per  acre.  Compositions  average  the  same  rate  or  higher.  One-tenth  of  the 
prime  cost  of  purchased  manures  allowed  by  several  titheowners.  On 
enclosures  ^th  of  arable,  }th  of  pasture,  and  ^th  of  fen,  all  fenced  at  the  cost 
of  proprietors,  allotted  in  lien  of  tithe. 

EsBex.  Average  for  great  and  small  tithes  is  a  composition  of  3s.  9d.  per 
pound  rent. 

Heria,  Titheowners  generally  moderate  because  the  light  soils  could  only 
produce  heavy  crops  under  spring-dressings  brought  from  a  distance  at 
great  cost.     In  1813  there  is  no  instance  of  tithe  being  taken  in  kind. 

HufUa.  Instead  of  land  being  allotted  in  lieu  of  tithes  on  enclosures,  a 
corn-rent  varying  with  the  price  of  com  is  generally  arranged. 

Lincoln.  Compositions  average  from  ^th  to  Ith  of  the  rent  of  arable  land, 
i^th  to  }th  of  meadow,  Jth  of  rich  pasture.  Tithes  exchanged  for  land  on 
enclosure.     Much  land  unploughed  in  order  to  escape  tithes. 

NoffM.  Very  little  tithe  collected  in  kind.  Compositions  average  Ss.  6d. 
an  acre  (1793)  or  4b.  9d.  (1803)  on  arable  land  and  Is.  6d.  for  grass. 

Suffolk.  Some  tithe  taken  in  kind.  Compositions,  sometimes  by  the  acre, 
sometimes  by  the  pound  rent,  vary  in  amount,  but  are  generally  much  under 
real  value. 

2.  South-Eastkbn  and  East  Midland. 

Berk$»    Qreat  tithes  compounded  at  6s.  in  the  pound  rent ;  small  at  Is.  3d. 

Bucka,  Lay  impropriators  less  careful  of  interests  of  parish  than  derioai 
titheowners.  Average  of  composition  4s.  6d.  an  acre.  Out  of  204  parishes 
82  are  tithe  free,  i.e.  extinguished  by  allotments  of  land  in  lieu ;  30  partly 
and  chiefly  tithe  free ;  three  pay  a  corn-rent,  one  a  modua.  The  remaining 
114  are  tithable.     Only  one  tithe  collected  in  kind.     Compositions  moderate. 

Hanta.  Much  tithe  taken  in  kind ;  composition  from  4s.  6d.  to  7s.  on  full 
improved  rent. 

Kent.    Much  tithe  let  out  to  proctors  who  collect  in  kind. 
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MiddkMX,    Tithe  taken  in  kind,  or  annually  oompoanded  for ;     some 
pariahea  pay  a  modut. 

Norihanis,  Enoloaed  land  generally  tithe  free.  Average  of  tithes  reckoned 
at  from  8s.  to  3s.  6d.  per  acre  over  the  whole  open-field  farm,  inolading  tbe 
portion  which  is  annually  fallowed.  The  loss  to  the  occupier,  if  tithe  t.ftkffn 
in  kind,  estimated  at  (to.  to  6s.  per  acre. 

NcUt.  Tithes  taken  in  kind,  or  compounded  for :  in  new  enclosures,  land 
generally  allotted  in  lieu  of  tithe :  modiuea  chaxged  on  particular  produote  ; 
lands  originally  belonging  to  religious  houses  generally  tithe-free. 

Oxford,  Tithe  averages  ^th  of  rant :  on  enclosures  ^th  of  arable  and  }th  of 
pasture  allotted  in  lieu. 

RiiUand.  One-third  of  the  land  subject  to  tithes :  on  enclosures  }th  of 
arable  and  ^th  of  greensward  allotted  in  lieu.  Qergy  more  reasonable  in 
collection  than  lay  impropriators. 

Surrey.  Common  opinion  is  that  land  tithe-free  and  worth  20b.  an  acre 
is  worth  138.  if  subject  to  tithe.  Tithes  mean  more  than  loss  to  a  farmer ; 
they  cramp  his  energies. 

Suuex,  Compositions  average  4s.  6d.  an  acre  for  wheat ;  2s.  6d.  for 
barley,  oats,  beans,  or  pease ;  pasture  and  meadow  2b.  lliese  compositiona 
are  "generally  allowed  to  be  moderate  and  very  fair." 

Wamoick.  Lay  impropriators  more  rigorous  in  exactions  than  clergy. 
Tithes  generally  compounded  for  at  the  rate  of  6e.  to  12s.  per  acre  of  tillage, 
and  from  Is.  6d.  to  6s.  6d.  for  meadow  and  pasture. 

3.   WBBT  lilDLAin>  AMD  SOUTH-WXSTBKN  COUKTISS. 

OomwdlL  Great  or  sheaf  tithes  generally  in  the  hands  of  laymen  who 
farmed  them  out  to  proctors.  In  the  hands  of  the  deigy,  small  tithes  were 
generally  compounded  at  is.  to  Is.  3d.  in  the  pound  rent,  and  the  great  tithes 
at  from  2s.  6d.  to  3s.  6d.  in  the  pound  rent.  Lay  tithes  were  either  taken 
in  kind,  or  valued  and  agreed  in  the  field  at  harvest. 

Dorset,  Tithes  averaged  on  pasture  and  arable  land  Ss.  Od.  an  aere ;  oo 
commons  8d.,  on  downs  4d.  A  very  low  modtu  was  common.  Qreat  tithes 
were  often  in  lay  hands,  and  compositions  were  frequently  6e.  or  6s.  in  the 
pound  rent. 

OUmceeter.  Tithes  were  generally  compounded,  but  on  yearly  valuations. 
Hie  average  on  arable  land  was  6e.  an  acre,  and  on  grass  2b.  6d.  to  3s.  When 
land  was  allotted  in  lieu  of  tithes,  commissioners  generally  allotted  {th  of 
the  arable  and  }th  of  the  pasture,  the  land,  so  allotted  to  tiie  titheowner,  to 
be  fenced,  and  the  fences  repaired  for  7  years,  at  the  cost  of  the  proprietoza. 
Very  little  tithe  was  taken  in  kind  '*  at  least  among  the  clergy." 

Hereford.  Very  little  tithe  taken  in  kind.  CompoBitions  averaged  from 
3s.  6d.  to  4s.  in  the  pound  rent. 

ShropBhire,  Very  little  tithe  taken  in  kind.  Compositions  generally  fair 
and  equitable,  either  by  annual  valuations,  or  an  agreed  sum  for  a  term  of 
years  :  averaged  not  more  than  2b.  in  the  pound  rent. 

4.   NOBXR  AMD  NOBITH-WaBTMBN  OoVMmB. 

OheeMre,  Lay  tithes  generally  let  on  lease  for  21  yecurs.  Some  lay  owners 
collect  a  portion  in  kind  and  let  the  remainder,  or  have  the  tithes  valued  in 
the  field,  and  give  farmers  the  option  of  taking  or  leaving  the  tithable  produce 
at  the  valuation.  Hay  was  either  tithed  in  Idnd  or  valued  as  above.  Some- 
times a  trifling  tnodue  was 
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Cumberland,  Tithes  generally  taken  in  kinoL  A  few  pariahee  pay  a  modut ; 
othexB  are  tithe-free  in  oonsideration  of  a  portion  of  the  common  bemg  allotted 
to  the  impropriator. 

Derhy.  Survey  and  valuation  made  annually  before  harvest.  The  usual 
rates  charged  are  :  hay,  2b.  6d.  to  4s.  6d.  an  acre ;  wheat,  12b.  to  14s. ;  oats, 
7s.  to  lOs.  6d. ;  barley,  10b.  Often  surveyors  &l  a  gross  sum  for  the  parish, 
which  is  paid  by  the  principal  occupier,  and  the  proportions  axe  adjusted 
among  the  farmers  themselves. 

LanocuiMre,  Tithes  in  many  places  collected  in  kind;  com,  ^th  of  the 
crop ;  hay,  compounded  for  at  8b,  per  acre,  and  at  6e.  for  clover  in  the  first 
year. 

Northumberland,  Some  tithes  collected  moderately,  others  rigorously; 
some  let  the  tithes  at  a  fair  rent  for  a  term  of  yeazs ;  others  value  and  let 
every  year, 

SkiffordeMre,  Tithes  diminish  the  wheat-growing  area:  fanners  decline 
to  sow  com,  and  prefer  to  grace  their  land,  because  of  the  large  sums  demanded 
by  the  tithingman. 

Westmoreland,  Some  tithes  collected  in  kind,  or  farmers  have  the  option 
of  taking  at  valuation. 

Torkehire,  Weet,  Great  tithes  often  taken  in  kind ;  but  much  reduced 
by  grazing. 

Torkehire,  North,  Tithes  in  lay  hands  being  extinguished  by  purchases 
made  by  landowners ;  in  derioal  hands,  tithes  being  diminished  by  enclosures 
and  allotments  of  land  in  lieu« 
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APPENDIX   Vn. 


THE  AGRICULTURAL  POPULATION. 

Tablb  a. — Cennu  Retumt  for  1861,  1861,  and  1871. 

Numbers  and  Oeeupationa  of  ihoM  10AO  were  engaged  in  Agriculture 
in  Bna^and  and  Waiee  in  1861,  1861,  and  1871. 


OOOT7PATION8. 

(a)  In  Fiddt  and  Ptuiurts. 
Pftnxi6ffi  ftud  grasieEB,  ... 

Fanner's,  grauer's  son,  grandson,  etc., 

in  the  house,  ... 

Farm  bailiff,      .... 
Agricultural  labourers,  shepherds,  and 

cottagers,       .... 
Agricultural  students. 
Agricultural  implement  proprietors  or 

workers,         -         -         -         . 
Land  drainage  service. 
Others  engaged  in  agriculture, 

(b)  Wood; 
Woodmen,         .... 

(e)  In  Oardeiu. 
Market  gardeners,      ... 
Florists,  nurserymen, 
Domestic  gardeners,  -         .         . 

Totals, 


1861 


249,431 

111,604 
10,661 

066,614 
104 

66 
11 


1,337,280 


1861 


249,736 

02,321 
16,698 

983,824 
190 

1,441 
1,761 


1,344,970 


1871 


249,736 

76,466 
16,476 

962,348 

760 

2,160 
1,265 
1,061 

7,866 

112,786 
7,021 


1,437,923 


CEHSUS  BETDKNS,  1881,   1891, 1901 
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APPENDIX 


AGRICULTURAL 
Tabis  I. — ToUd  Aenagt  m  England  and  Wale»  under  each  kind 


1866w 


BoglMid. 


ToUlAic*(iB8UtatoAerai),    • 


SS;5M^997 


4.7M.486 


n,SefK9Vi  ,  4.7S4,4S6 


Abitxael  of  Aerate  ODdar  aD  ktedi  of 

Ooiw,  Bm«  Fallov,  and  OrM,     -        -   '22,230,797 


Con  Glro|)^~ 


Baricjor  Bei^, 
Oati,- 
Bye,  - 


ToUl  of  Con  Oopt, 


S,  120,431 

1.877,387 

l,fiO3,90O 

50^570 

402,688 

314,908 


7.385,170 


2,284,874 


n»717,8a0  ;  2,804317 


113,882 

148,383 

251.808 

2,452 

3,534 

S;010 


521,074 


PoUitoct,    •        .        .        •        • 
Turnipe  and  Swedes,    ... 

lIai«old, 

Cabbofe,  K.  BaM,  and  Bape, 

OUTOUk 

^VetdMi*  Looeme,  and  any  other  Crop  \  ^ 
(exoept  dorer  or  6ra«),  -  j  ' 


311.151 

l«810t810 

,     254,081 

-   i     150,530 

15,508 

408.033 


Beet  Boot  (ezeepi  Siisar  Beet),  • 


vMlanellaneoDa  Qieen  (kopa. 
Total  of  Green  Ctopa,    - 


After  1881 


2.750,012 


Closer,  Sainfoin,  and  ArtMdal  and  otlier\  j  9  maim? 
Gtaana  imder  Botatkn.  ,^  1  x.rw>,w7 

Permanent  Paatnre,  If eadow  or  Qraa,  not^  ■ 


44.288 

82»4a 

3.884 


27,080 


130.285 


1871. 


\ 


3^312,550 

1,084.210 

1^464,144 

57.775 

512.020 

382,104 


180,751 

253,672 

2.338 

4,071 

4,531 


7,883,802        580^700 


301,531 


I 


1,502.033 
351.523  i 
174,843 
18,834 

388,281 


61,838 
80,833 

7,380 
1.06S 

341 

8,072 


i'ptnMj. 


broken    np  In  Botation    (ezdorire 
Heath  or  If  ovntain  Land).  - 
Bare  lUloir  or  Uncropped  Arable  Land, 


Hope.    - 
Vfaa,     . 

Small  Arslt,* 


*1 


8,006,027 
780^070 


1,257,721 
100^878 


68^6«2  14 

•Noteepar'atety 


2,807.545        138,541 


2.804.370  375,084 

0,881,883  1,404.445 

484,240  37,841 

80^022 


7 

16,040  ;  ITS 

bef«nl88& 


I 
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STATISTICS.  I866-I911. 

oj  Crop,  Bart  FaUmot,  Onut,  Hopa,  Flax,  and  Small  FntU. 


18S1. 

1801. 

1901. 

1011. 

England. 

Wales. 

England. 

Wales. 

England. 

Wales. 

Wales. 

ACFSfl. 

Acres. 

Acree. 

Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 

Acres. 

32,607.808 

4,721,828 

82,600,822 

4.770,848 

82,660,608 

4,776,770 

82,804,802 

4,740.661 

24,(M8,987 

2,784.068 

26,118^848 

2,887,701 

24,604,262 

2,823.062 

24,478,426 

2,770,807 

2,641,046 

00.026 

2.102,808 

61,600 

1,617,721 

47,010 

1,804,046 

88,487 

2,020,409 

142,818 

1,772,482 

117,101 

1,635,426 

101,007 

1,837,618 

86.800 

1,627.004 

243.644 

1,672,885 

284,066 

1,881,740 

208;778 

1.841.186 

206,087 

82,872 

1,006 

88,081 

1,066 

40,640 

1,460 

80.062 

866 

417,780 

2,688 

887,408 

1,884 

287,861 

1,216 

200,846 

1,608 

218,240 

1,084 

201,648 

1,688 

162,186 

1,606 

166.182 

712 

6,060,068 

482,816 

6,214,882 

417,240 

6.624,082 

861,070 

6.488,684 

834,010 

847,788 

42,440 

864,606 

88,288 

415,106 

81,070 

402,606 

26,667 

1,478,682 

66,866 

1,867.060 

70,607 

1,144,086 

61,084 

1,066,626 

67.047 

880,886 

7,886 

845,466 

7,888 

386,044 

0,811 

438^016 

11.164 

188,841 

1,006 

146,764 

1,002 

161.727 

4,104 

180,618 

6,386 

18,865 

464 

14,116 

486 

t  probably 

among 

1 10,441 

273 

868,067 

6,818 

"Misc.  Ore 

en  Crops  *' 

below. 

214,226 

2,145 

147,186 

1.844 

102,204 

632 

17,560 

222 

48,166 

870 

62,767 

866 

2.876 

*n 

tThis  tola 

1  probably 

t*'Carrot8 

"  deducted 

Includes 

"  Carrots." 

tromthJsto 

tal— see 

n 

above. 

160 

1 

104,003 

847 

117.680 

776 

67.712 

660 ; 

2,681,068 

124,660 

2,680,450 

122.186 

2,401,266 

110,470 

2,830,641 

108,100 

2,648,062 

881,401 

2,762,021 

824,744 

2,862,668 

400,268 

2,827,266 

281,612 

11.665,826 

1,816,413 

18,086,117 

2,012,482 

18,467,660 

1,041,866 

18,008,404 

2,046,100 

744,806 

81,271 

400,072 

10,060 

820,002 

7,882 

818,000 

4.76^ 

64,048 

— 

66,146 

^ 

61,127 

~. 

88,066 

— 

6,410 

!              18 

1,787 

4 

680 

6 

416 

80 

1                    1       62,060 

1,108 

67,828 

1,002 

76,287 

002 

20 
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Tabic  IL — Agna^ttmi 


I8ML 

1871. 

««gl^«wl 

Welae. 

■n^Dd. 

1 
1 

Umwm    VmA  nWy  lor  Ifftadtse, 

Unbrokm  honei,    '        '        *      \ 
Mara  kept  ioMt  for  bcMdlng,-      / 
UbIvoImi  bofBet  1  year  and  above,  - 
„            „    imder  1  rear. 

Ko.       ! 

1 
Ho 

BetVB 

before 

1800 

Na 

Ho 
BetVB 
before 

1800 

No. 
788,2571^ 

220,588^ 

Ha 
08,708' 

'      48,468' 

Total,      - 

002,840 

117,176 

Cattle— Com  and  bettna  in  milk  or  ta  calt 

Othercattle:  2  years  old  and  above. 
Ditto,  1  year  and  under  2,    - 
Ditto,  under  2  yean  old, 
Dttto^  under  1  year,     ... 

1,200^(20 

040.076 
1,000.580 

222,540 

188,500 
186,205 

1,40(^008 

081,206 
1,22^070 

250^661 

118,00S 
228,0SS 

Total,      - 

8,807,084 

641,401 

8.071.004 

600,588 

Bbeep^l  year  old  and  above,  ... 
Under  1  year  old,         ... 
Bwea  kept  for  breeding. 

10^020,100 
4,604,861 

1.887.800 
880.864 

11.144,527 
0.886.880 

1.886.8S9 
820^576 

Total.      - 

16,124,541 

1.008,008 

17,680.407 

2,70«,41S 

PH^ 

Sowi  kept  for  breeding,  .... 
OtberPlgs. 

2,000.200 

101.004 

2.078,604 

225.466 

^  Including  Poniee. 


*  Inolnding  Mftrea  kept  for  breeding. 
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Line  Stock, 


1881. 

1801. 

1001. 

191L 

England. 

Wales. 

England. 

Wales. 

England. 

Walee. 

England. 

Wales. 

Na 
772,0871 

822,016 1 

No. 
72»208l 

66,650 1 

No. 
706,860 

800,674 
45,507 

No. 
80,645 

67,016 
12,526 

No. 
848,624* 

228,480 
04,860 

No. 
01,876  > 

41,504 
21,244 

No. 
848,682  ' 
Stalliana  * 
6,828 

106,678 
87,068 

No. 

08,117  • 
Stallions* 
1,405 

86,448 
20,867 

1,004,108 

187,767 

1,148|050 

150,186 

1,161,014 
Other  bone 

To 

154,624 
tal,     - 

1,182,581 
126,741 

151,442 
11,176 

1,268.822 

162,507 

1,621,240 

1,108,880 
1,485,447 

260,480 

182,758 
262 112 

1,017,078 

1,114,801 
1,888,886 

204,600 

126,882 
887,878 

1,887,414 

1,060,405 
044,206 

000,421 

In  Milk, 

280,800 
In  Calf  but 

not  In 

MIUc, 
04,472 

170,014 

187,708 

1,680,080 

478,461 

1,088,708 
1,087,107 

080,661 

287,856 

47,026 

80,607 
174,470 

101,814 

4,160,085 

656,845 

4,870,215 

760,800 

4,701,585 

748,078 

6,173,076 

740,271 

0,818,862 
5,564,004 

1,771,218 
605.782 

10,788,208 
7,001,514 

2,180,867 
1,004,560 

8,420,482 
6,282,168 
5,845,407 

845,608 
1,217,068 
1,864,078 

8,850,816 
6,419,615 
6,060,000 

705,678 
1,285,567 
1,500,076 

15,882,856 

2.466,045 

17,874,722 

8,288,086 

15,548,057 

8,427,784 

15,780,520 

8,501,121 

1,788,280 

101,702 

2,461,186 
ToU 

270,082 

268,000 
1,578,224 

85,446 
177,525 

888,786 
2,080,042 

41,707 
104,514 

1,842,188 

212,071 

2,414,728 

286,811 

*  Above  2  yeara  old  used,  or  intended  to  be  naed,  for  aervioe. 
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Abbs  Court,  Lord  Halifax  at,  172. 

Aherdeen-Angtte  Potted  Herd-Booh, 
The,  373. 

Abraham  man,  the,  76. 

AcomB,  bread  made  from,  84. 

Aoom  fever,  the,  386. 

Acreage  of  England  and  Wales,  145 ; 
in  1688,  466,  464,  466;  unen- 
closed, in  1696,  162  ;  in  eighteenth 
centunr,  164. 

Acts  of  Parliament  affecting  the  Com 
Trade,  1360-1869,  442  ^e^. 

Actus,  the  Roman,  279. 

Addio^gton,  Stephen,  his  Inqtfiry  into 
the  Seaeona/or  and  ctgainet  indoeing 
Open  Fielde,  303. 

Adulteration  of  food-stu£b,  379,  381. 

'*  Advantage-bread,"  449. 

Affers,  12. 

Agistment,  on  commons,  27,  168. 

Agriculture,  under  Elizabeth,  91  eeq. ; 
under  James  I.,  104  ;  advance  of, 
in  eighteenth  and  nineteenth  cen- 
turies, 148 ;  fashionable,  under 
€^orge  II.,  173  ;  and  George  ni., 
207;  in  1837,  346;  (1837-1846), 
370;  (1850-1861),  370;  (1853- 
1862),  370;  (1863-1874),  372; 
(1874-1886),  374^9.,  382;  (1883- 
1890),  380  ;  (1891-1899),  374,  380 ; 
in  1901,  382 ;  in  1888  and  1912, 
Z93seg,i  in  1837  and  1912,  346, 
363,  364,  366 ;  advance  but  smiJl 
since  "  the  fifties,"  346  ;  "  apron 
string"  farmers,  348;  branches 
of,  in  modem  times,  383 ;  com- 
mercial basis,  organisation  of,  on 
a,  48,  205,  290,  407,  413,  414; 
Department  of  Agriculture,  a,  379 ; 
drainage  in  modem  times,  362- 
365;  extravagance  blamed  for 
distress,  347  :  not  altogether  justly, 
348;  essentially  different  from 
manufacture,  383 ;  economic,  etc., 
problems  not  to  be  solved  in  the 
same  wav  as  urban,  417  ;  founda- 
tion and  administration  of  the 
Royal  Agricultural  Society,  q,v, ; 


low  level  of  agriculture  in  1837, 
366 ;  notable  improvements  in 
1837-74,  361 ;  manures,  364-368  ; 
education,  q.v, ;  depression  of 
agricultiual  industry,  from  1814, 
322  eeq. :  reorganisation  of,  326. 

AgriouUuref  The  AnncUe  of,  and 
Robert  Bakewell,  186  ;  started  by 
Arthur  Young,  196 ;  Qeorge  III. 
a  contributor  to,  196,  207 :  on 
enclosure,  307. 

Amculture,  Board  of,  established  by 
Pitt  in  1793,  196,  209;  Reports 
to,  226  seq,  (and  see  Reports) ; 
Report  of  1796,  on  uncultivated 
lands,  152  ;  Sir  Humphry  Davy's 
lectures  in  1803,  216,  369;  and 
the  Enclosure  Bill  of  1800,  261 ; 
on  open-fields,  167 ;  on  voluntary 
enclosure,  162 ;  CommunicaHonB 
to  the  Board  of  Agriculture,  314; 
dissolved  in  1822,  369;  recom- 
mended potatoes,  136 ;  (at  the 
present  day)  article  in  NineieerUh 
OerUury  for  April,  1889,  400; 
responsibilities  transferred  from 
private  owners  to  the  State,  400. 

A^culture,  Chambers  of.  Central 
and  Associated  Chambers  founded 
in  1866,  406. 

Agricultural  Committee,  of  1833, 
326  ;   of  1836,  326,  326. 

Agricultural  Commission  of  1879 
(Duke  of  Richmond's),  377,  378, 
380,  410. 

Agnricultural  Customs,  Select  Com- 
mittee on,  of  1848,  370. 

Agricultural  Qazette,  The,  361. 

Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  of  1876, 
379,  406  ;   of  1908,  406. 

A^prioultural  Labourers*  Union,  the^ 
410  ;  initial  success  of,  410 ;  defeat 
of,  in  1874,  411 ;  and  the  Federal 
Union,  411. 

Agricultural  Population,  Census  Re- 
turns for  1851, 1861  and  1871, 460 : 
for  1881,  1891  and  1901,  461. 

A^cultural  Rates  Act  of  1896,  382. 
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Agriealtaiml  lUitanis,  tiie  (1866),  361. 

Affricaltoial  Societiei.    See  Sooietiee. 

The  Agrtctdhmil  8taU  of  the  Kingdom 
M»  ^ebniary»  Marek,  and  Aprils 
1816  .  .  .  being  the  StiUkmee  of 
the  Bepliee  to  a  Circular  Letter  sent 
by  the  Board  of  Agricukure,  etc,,  320. 

Affriciiltana  SUtifltioe,  460  eeq. 

Ave,  the,  117,  277. 

Aloester,  the  needle  industry  ftt,  310. 

Aidsworth,  232. 

Ale,  Aanae  of,  448. 

Alice  Holt  Woods,  the,  391. 

Allen,  William,  his  Landlord's  Com- 
panion, 262. 

Allotments,  »  benefit  to  the  labourer, 
409,  416;  em  compensation  for 
common-rights,  often  sold  before 
awarded,  408;  The  Labourers' 
Union  and,  410 ;  and  parish- 
farms,  408. 

Allowances,  Parish,  327,  436. 

Althorp,  Lord,  208  :   on  tithes,  346. 

America,  com  from,  after  1816,  271, 
273 ;  the  CivU  War  in,  371 ;  in- 
crease of  trade  with,  after  1816, 
317  ;  industrial  collanse  in  1873-4, 
375 ;  influx  of  wheat  from,  in  1879, 
376  ;  innovations  from,  356  ;  our 
war  with,  268. 

Amherst,  Hon.  Alida.  See  Krs. 
Evelyn  Cecil. 

Ammonia,  sulphate  of,  366. 

Andover,  Edgar's  ordinance  at,  336. 

Anglim  NotUia,  86. 

Anthrax,  386. 

Apathy  of  landowners  at  the  present 
day,  399-401. 

Appleby  Stringbinder,  the,  387. 

Apples,  136. 

Apprentices,  Statute  of  (1563),  87, 
88. 

Appropriators,  ecclesiastical,  339, 
340. 

"  Apron-string  "  farmers,  348. 

Arao  horses,  183. 

Arable  land,  converted  to  pasture, 
42,  58,  59,  66,  72,  99;  at  Wel- 
combe,  68  ;  sheep  on,  95 ;  under 
the  Tudora,  121  ;  in  1700,  154. 

Arbuthnot,  John,  his  Inquiry  into 
the  connection  between  the  present 
price  of  provisions  and  the  Size  of 
Farms,  303. 

Arch,  Joseph,  410 ;  his  evidence 
before  the  Agricultural  Commission 
in  1881,  410. 

Argentina,  meat  from,  378. 

Arkwright,  Richard,  181,  205. 

Armstrong  College,  390. 

Artichokes,  Jerusalem,  135. 


Artisan,  the,  his  lot  compared  with 
that  of  the  laboursr,  414,  415. 

Ashes,  as  manure,  110. 

Aspatria  College,  390. 

Assart  lands,  38,  55,  71,  72. 

Assise  of  Bread,  256,  448  seq. ;  in 
1497,  448 ;  in  1710,  448,  449  ;  in 
1758,  449;  in  1794-1812,  450; 
in  1795,  451;  in  1812,  450;  in 
1813,  451 ;  in  1822,  451 ;  in  1836, 
451;  discontinued  in  1822,  256, 
451 ;  abolished  finally  in  1836»  451. 

Assiied  loaves,  450. 

Aston  Boges,  6,  24. 

Atkins,  Mr.,  of  CSerkenwell,  dealer 
in  refuse,  191. 

Attleborough,  240. 

Atwell,  George,  his  FaUhful  Bur- 
veyoT,  428. 

Atwood,  G.,  his  Review  of  the  Statutes 
and  ardinanoes  of  Assise^  1202-1797, 
448. 

Augustine,  tithes  at  the  time  of  his 
landing  in  England,  333. 

Austin,  Ralph,  his  Treatise  of  FrmU 
Trees,  427. 

Avers,  12. 

Avon,  the,  276,  277. 

Awdelev,  John,  The  Fratemitye  of 
ViMcaoondes,  76. 

Awre,  Lord  Berkeley  at,  32. 

Axhohne,  Isle  of,  1 14,  1 19,  247,  304. 

Aylesbury,  Vale  of,  198 ;  facming 
in  1770,  198. 

Ayrshire  Herd-book  Society,  the,  373. 

Babraham,  Sir  H.  Palavicino  of,  1 14  ; 
Jonas  Webb  of,  354. 

Bacon,  Francis,  on  enolosores,  60; 
on  yeomen,  296;  his  love  of 
gardening,  101. 

Badgers,  264. 

Bagsnot  mutton,  178. 

Bafley,  J.,  and  Culley  G.,  their  Cum- 
bertand,  48,  226 ;  their  Northum- 
berland, 177,  222,  226. 

Baixe  trade,  at  Coggesball,  9(iS, 
309. 

Bakers'  allowancee  under  the  Assiie 
of  Bread,  448. 

BakeweU,  Robert,  139,  149,  176,  177, 
181,  354;  account  of  him,  184; 
his  bankruptcy,  185;  his  canals 
and  irri^tion,  184  ;  his  househokU 
185 ;  his  reticence  and  jealousy, 
184 ;  ploughs  with  cows,  184 ; 
lets  his  rams,  etc.,  184,  186  ;  gives 
sheeptherot,  184;  his  experiments 
with  horses,  183,  355  ;  with  cattle^ 
187  ;  with  she^,  186. 

Baldon,  cottagers  at,  306. 
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Batflrave,  Joseph,  his  Epitome  of 
Htubandry,  428. 

BaUcB,  23»  24,  166,  166. 

Ballads,  agamst  enclosure,  62,  67. 

Balmoral,  royal  farm  at,  360. 

Baltic,  the,  Oovemment  buys  com 
in,  266  ;  anticipated  closing  of,  in 
1800,  270;  closed  by  Crimean 
War,  371. 

Bamptons  (sheep),  178. 

Banbury,  a  canal  port,  277  ;  cheeses, 
136  ;  industries  at,  310 ;  mcurket 
at,  222. 

Bangor,  turnpikes  on  road  to  Shrews- 
bury, 284. 

Banks,  panics,  211  seq,,  374,  376; 
Bcuik  of  England,  restricts  its  note 
issue,  211;  suspends  pajonent,  212; 
the  Bank  Restriction  Act,  212. 

Bannockbum,  Battle  of,  160. 

Banstead  mutton,  178. 

Barber's  Furlone,  26. 

Barley,  the  drii^-com  of  the  Middle 
Ages,  9. 

Barnard  Castle,  tram  at,  361. 

Barnes,  William  (the  Dorset  poet),  on 
commons,  306. 

Barren  Lands  Act,  the,  343. 

Barrier  Treaty,  the,  173. 

Barton-upon-Humber,  163. 

Barton,  John,  his  ObserwUiana  .  .  . 
an  the  condition  of  the  Labouring 
Okueee,  320 ;  his  Inquiry  into  the 
Oauees  of  the  Progressive  Depreda- 
tion of  Agriculture^  Labour,  320. 

Basic  slag,  366,  384. 

Basildon,  Jethro  TulJ  bom  at,  170. 

Bastard,  Thomas,  62;  his  Chresto- 
letoSf  63. 

Batchelor,  Thomas,  his  Bedfordshire, 
242. 

Bates,  Thomas,  his  Shorthorns,  364. 

Bawtry,  a  port,  276. 

Beaconsfleld,  Burke  at,  208. 

Beale,  John,  his  Herefordshire  Or- 
chmrds,  427.  And  see  Anthony 
Lawrence, 

Beaminster,  industries  at,  312. 

Beans,  as  food  for  slaves,  109. 

Beccles,  hemp  at,  136,  193,  309. 

Becon,  Thomas,  his  Jewel  of  Joy,  62, 
123. 

Bederepes,  or  Bedrips,  11. 

Bedfoid,  Francis,  4th  Earl  of,  117 ; 
William,  6th  Earl  of,  1 17  ;  Francis, 
6th  Duke  of,  207,  208  :  his  sheep- 
shearings,  221 ;  11th  Duke  of,  his 
Maulden  scheme,  416,  416. 

Bedford  Level,  the,  117  seq, 

Bedfordshire,  Report  on  (Stone), 
241 ;   (Batchelor),  242,  248. 


Bees,  18 ;  in  Stewart  times,  106. 
Beetle,  a  Dover-court,  10 ;  a  clotting, 

10. 
Belgium,  receipts  per  cultivated  acre 

^"ve  times  as  large  as  Great  Britain, 

401. 
BeU,    Rev.    Patrick,    his    reaping- 
machine,  368. 
Bellers,  John,  his  Proposal  for  Rais- 
ing a  College    of   Industry,    etc., 

430. 
Bellot,  James,  his  Books  of  Thrifte, 

419,  422;    (of  Caen),  his  Jardin 

de  Vertu,  419. 
Bells  on  teams,  206. 
Belvoir,  Vale  of,  the  best  corn-land 

in  Europe,  136,  168. 
Benese,   Richard,   his  Boke  shewing 

the  maner  of  lande,  etc,,  420. 
Berkeley,  Lady  Joan,  32,  33. 
Berkeley,  Estates,  the,   10,   17,   18» 

31  seq,,  46  seq, 
Berkeleys,  the,  31,  32,  44,  46. 
Berkshire,  Report  on  (Pearce),  234  ; 

(Mavor),  293  ;   industries  of,  309  ; 

parish  allowances  in,  327,  436. 
Berlin  decree,  the,  270. 
Berthelet,    Tliomas,   his   edition    of 

Fitzherbert,  90. 
Best,  Heniy,  8 ;   his  Farming  Book, 

84,  88,  91,  93,  106,  426. 
Beverley,  road  &om  Hull  to,  163. 
Beverley  reaper,  the,  368,  369. 
Beverston,  Lord  Berkeley's  sheep  at, 

46. 
"  BiUanders,"  276. 
Billingsley,  John,  his  Somersetshire, 

232,  294. 
Binders,  387. 
Bingham,  out-door  relief  refused  at, 

330. 
Birmingham,  veomen  seek  employ- 
ment in,  296;   industries  at,  310. 
Bishop,  the,  his  right  to  appoint  to 

benefices,  338. 
Bishton,  J.,  his  Shropshire,  228. 
Black  Death,    the,    ^Oseq,,   44,    62, 

66,  76. 
Black  Horse,  the  (and  see  Horses 

and  Bakewell),  183,  184. 
Black  Mountains,  the,  in  Hereford* 

shire   228. 
"Black  Prince  of  the  North,  the" 

(John  Qrey  of  Dilston),  318. 
Blackstone,  Sir  W.,  on  yeomen,  296. 
Blakeney,  export  of  com  from,  in 

eighteenth  century,  194. 
Blandford,  industries  at,  312. 
'*  Blind    Jack    of    Ejiaresborough," 

284. 
Blindness,  in  oats,  386. 
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Blith,  Walter,  his  story,  113;  his 
English  Improver  iimpraved,  91, 
110,  113,  123,  426;  on  drainage, 
112,  114,  118,  119,  120;  on  tenant- 
right,  etc.,  113;  advocates  en- 
closure, 113,  123,  165,  166;  his 
water  level,  114;  on  extravagance 
of  farmers,  347. 

Blome,  Richard,  his  OenUeman^s 
ReereeOian,  430. 

Blood,  manurial  value  of,  110,  367. 

Bloomfield,  Robert,  his  Fanner*s  Boy, 
193. 

Blozham,  industries  at,  310. 

Blundeville,  Thomas,  his  Fower 
chie/yH  offices  belonging  to  Horse- 
manshippe,  105  ;  his  translation  of 
Grisone's  Arte  of  Byding,  421. 

Blunt,  Col.,  of  Gravesend,  ploughs 
with  one  horse,  109. 

Board  of  Agriculture.  See  Agri- 
culture. 

Board  of  Trade.     See  Trade. 

''  Board  '*  land.     See  Bord-land. 

'*  Bobbin"  (Martha  Ann  Young), 
197. 

Becking,  industries  at,  309. 

Bohemia,  cattle  plague  originated 
in,  149. 

Bolingbroke,  at  Dawley,  173. 

Bolymong,  11,  93. 

Bondmen,  20,  21,  40,  47,  52;  at 
Castle  Combe,  43. 

Bones,  imports  of,  in  1827  and  1837, 
366;  as  manure,  366;  Sheffield 
Bone-dust,  194,  218. 

Boon-days,  48. 

Booth,  Thomas  and  John,  their 
Shorthorns,  354. 

Bordars,  20,  22. 

Borde,  Andrew,  his  Dyetary,  84,  100. 

Bordeaux  mixture,  386. 

Bord-land,  the,  6. 

Borlase,  Willieun  (Cornish  antiquary), 
on  the  extravagemce  of  labourers, 
347. 

Boston,  276. 

BoBworth,  Battle  of,  57,  65. 

Bounties.     See  Com  Laws. 

Bovates,  22. 

Bow,  Sir  J.  B.  Lawes'  works  at,  367. 

Boys,  John,  his  Kent,  293. 

Bradfield,  home  of  Arthur  Young, 
195. 

Bradley,  Lord  Berkeley  at,  32. 

Bradley,  Prof.  Richard,  on  English 
horses,  183  ;  on  drains,  192  ;  and 
Worlidge's  machine,  171  ;  his 
Complete  Body  of  Husbandry,  134, 
192  ;  his  OenUeman  and  Farmer's 
Guide,    168,    183;     his   Survey   of 


Ancient    Husbandrv,    419;     edits 

Houghton's  Collection,  430. 
Brandersham,  26. 
Brandon,  the,  116. 
Bread,    Assize    of,     256,     448  seg.  ; 

under  Elisabeth,  84 ;    pure,  133 ; 

*'  bread  treet,"  449  ;  wastell,  449  ; 

white,    451 ;     wheaten,    standaid 

wheaten,  and  household,  450. 
Bredon,  229. 
Brent  marsh,  232,  294. 
Bridges,  leg^ation  in  Tudor  timee, 

281 ;  magistrates  and,  281. 
Bridgnorth,  228,  276. 
Bridgwater,  Duke  of,  his  canal,  278. 
BridBngton  Quay,  153. 
Bridport,  industries  at,  312. 
Brigg,  153. 
Brillat-Savarin,  107. 
Brindley,  James,  278. 
Brinklow,  Henry,  62. 
Bristol,   276;    fVuit  and  Cider  In- 
stitute at,  390. 
Broad  ox-gan^,  21. 
Bromwich,  nail  industry  at,  310. 
Broseley,    garden-pot    industry    at, 

310. 
Brougham,  Lord,  his  Speech  on  Agri- 
cultural  Distress   (9   April,    1816), 

320. 
Brouncker*s  ploughs,  104. 
Brown,  Robert  (farmer  at  Markle), 

his  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire,  226, 

251,  295. 
Brown,    Robert   (of   Livemess),   his 

Letters  on  the  Distressed  State  of 

Agriculturists,  319. 
Brown,  Thomas,  his  Derbyshire,  294. 
Buckingham,  Duke  of,  his  steward, 

151. 
Buckingheunshire,  Report  on  (James 

and  Malcolm),  234  ;   industries  in, 

309. 
Buckwheat,  ploughing  in,  95. 
Bullock's  Hill,  St.  Faith's  fair,  218. 
Burghley,  Lord,  fond  of  gardening, 

101. 
Burial  grounds,  335  ;  and  tithes,  336, 

337. 
Burke,  Edmund,  his  experiments  in 

carrots  at  Beaconsfield,  208. 
Burning  land,  107. 
BurrelJ,  Andrewes,  his  Brief e  Belation, 

etc.,    116,   425;    his    discovery  in 

Wisbeach  river,  116;    his  attacks 

on  Vermuyden,   117;    his  patent 

draining  machine,  104. 
Burslem  wares,  276. 
Burwell  Fen,  245. 
Bury   St.   Edmunds,   manure  from, 

192. 
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Butler,      GharleB,      hk      jPemmtne 

M<mareh4e,  106.  424. 
Butler,     Mis.     Josephine     £.,     her 

Memoira  of  John  Orey  of  DUston, 

318. 
Butter,  389,  390 ;  spurious,  379. 
"  Butts,"  24. 
Byerlv  Turk,  183. 
Byngham,  Captain,  99. 

C,  H.,  The  Drayning  of  Fennea,  115, 
425. 

Caird,  Sir  James,  361,  382;  his 
letters  to  the  Times,  370;  his 
English  AmeuUure  in  1850-1,  370, 
470  ;  his  High  Farming,  etc.,  371  ; 
his  evidence  in  1886,  378. 

Caistor,  153. 

Galoot,  5. 

Calder,  the,  277. 

Caledonian  Bank,  failure  of  the, 
375. 

Ccdendar,  the  Julian,  9. 

Calthorpe,  Charles,  his  RekUion  be- 
tween the  Lord  of  a  Manor  amd  a 
Copyholder,  his  Tenant,  425. 

Calves,  travelling,  204. 

Cean,  the,  116. 

Cambridge,  the  "  Lincolnshire  Ox  " 
at,  181 ;  a  port,  276  ;  experiments 
at,  387. 

Cambridgeshire,  Report  on  (Van- 
couver), 242,  244,  247;  (Gooch), 
243  ;  its  bad  reputation,  241,  243  ; 
industries  of,  309 ;  petition  from, 
in  1816,  320. 

Camomile,  312. 

Canada,  com  from,  274. 

Canals,  114,  211,  276  seq. ;  the  first 
true  canal,  278 ;  Ceoial  Acts  in 
eighteenth  century,  278 ;  in  nine- 
teenth century,  350 ;  Mersey  and 
Trent,  278;  Thames  and  Avon, 
277 ;  ancillary  rail- ways,  351, 
352  ;  and  railways  in  1830,  353. 

Canal  du  Midi,  the,  114. 

Canary  seed,  136,  312. 

Candlemass,  25,  34. 

Canley,  Webster  of,  187. 

Canterbury,  silk  industry  at,  309. 

Canute,  and  tithes,  337. 

Capital,  under  Elizabeth,  78  ;  at  the 
present  day,  401. 

Capitalist  farmers,  215,  221,  222,  290, 
349,  372. 

Caraways,  136 ;    in  Essex,  193,  312. 

Carew,  Richard,  his  ComwaU,  164. 

Cajrle  hemp,  30. 

Ccfflisle,  parish  allowances  stopped 
at,  330. 

Caroline,  Queen,  173. 


Carrots,  102;  in  Suffolk,  193;  at 
Beaoonsfield,  208. 

Carrs,  25. 

Cans,  the,  153. 

Carruthers,  on  pastures,  384. 

Carucate,  21. 

Casting-flJiovel,  the,  93. 

Castle  Combe,  43. 

Cathcart,  Lord,  173. 

Catherine,  Queen,  gets  salad  from 
Flanders,  102. 

Cato,  the  Censor,  33,  419. 

Catthorp  Common,  enclosure  at,  126. 

Cattle  (and  see  Stock),  13,  14,  95,  96, 
137,  138 ;  of  commoners,  159 ; 
importation  prohibited  ttom.  Jxe- 
land,  143;  numbers  of,  in  1866 
and  1874,  373 ;  pedigree  cattle, 
372  ;  points  of,  185  ;  varieties  of, 
179,  373;  The  Cattle  Diseases 
Prevention  Act  of  1866,  372  ;  The 
Contagious  Diseases  of  AnimAla 
Actof  1896,  381. 

Cattle  Plague,  the,  of  eighteenth  cen- 
tury, 149 ;  of  nineteenth  century, 
372. 

Caughley,  industries  at,  310. 

"  Causey,"  the  Roman,  116. 

Cavendish,  William,  Marquis  and 
Duke  of  Newcastle,  his  books,  183, 
427. 

Caxton,  tollbar  at,  282. 

Cecil,  Hon.  Mrs.  Evelyn,  her  Mayster 
Ion  Gardener,  102,  419. 

Census,  the  first  official,  in  1801, 
266;  in  1811,266. 

Centrifuge  principle,  the,  389. 

Certayne  Causes  gathered  together 
(enclosures),  66. 

St.  Chad,  9. 

Chalk,  95,  100,  109  ;  in  Essex,  192 ; 
as  manure,  366. 

Chalmers,  George,  his  Estimate  of  the 
Comparative  Strength  of  Great 
Britain,  145. 

Chamberlayne,  Edward,  his  Angliae 
Notitia,  86. 

"  Champion  "  land,  66,  72,  97,  123, 
156  ;  in  Suffolk,  192. 

Charcoal  industry,  the,  in  Surrey,  309. 

Charles  I.,  and  the  Bedford  Level, 
117  ;  his  income  for  1637-41,  141 ; 
feudal  dues  under,  141 ;  New- 
market races,  183 ;  and  the  Com 
Laws,  258. 

Charles  II.,  income  provided  for, 
142  ;  his  Royal  Mares,  183  ;  high- 
way rates  under,  282 ;  his  Bee- 
master,  Rusden,  430. 

Charlock  386. 

Chat  Moss,  364. 
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Chatterifl,  246. 

Chauoer,  21,  26,  49. 

Cheese,  14,  390;  in  seveateenih 
century,  109 ;  Bamaby  Qooge  on, 
109;  Parmetan,  Dutch,  S^mch, 
and  English,  109 ;  Banbu^,  Che- 
shire and  Cheddar,  136;  Stilton, 
187  ;  of  Suffolk,  193  ;  at  Windsor 
farm,  360 ;  American,  376  ;  Brie, 
Camembert,  Gervais,  390. 

Chemistry,  agriculture  and,  886,  386. 

Chemee,  136. 

Cherwell,  the,  277. 

Cheshire,  Report  on  (Wedge),  227 ; 
(Holland),  296 ;  yeomen  in  1621, 
83  ;   Agricultural  Institute,  390. 

Chester,  port  of,  276. 

Cheshunt  Common,  238 ;  graced  by 
stock-jobbers,  169. 

Chevallier,  Dr.  John,  364. 

Child,  Robert  (1661),  author  of  the 
Large  Letter^  109,  426;  on  bees, 
106;  112,  116,  119  (on  reclama- 
tion), 120 ;  on  cattle,  180 ;  on 
gardening,  102 ;  his  Eight  Ques- 
tions as  to  Enclosure,  124,  126. 

Childersley,  enclosure  at,  242,  243. 

Chiver,  Patent  for  improved  Courses 
of  Husbandry,  104. 

Cholesbury  (Bucks),  state  of  the 
parish,  330. 

Le  Cho3rBelat,  Prudent,  his  Disoours 
Oeconomique  ...»  422. 

Church,  the,  disendowment  of,  in 
England,  402;  in  Wales,  402, 
403  ;  and  present  day  politics,  402. 

Churohey,  George,  424. 

Churton,  R.,  his  Olde  Thrift  Newly 
Revived,  etc,,  424. 

Cibber,  Colley,  The  Prwfoked  Hue- 
hand,  283. 

Cider,  18;  from  turnips.  111;  The 
National  Fruit  and  C&der  Institute, 
390. 

Cirencester,  80;  industries  at,  311  ; 
Agricultural  College  founded  in 
1846,  361. 

Civil  wars,  the,  agricultural  progress 
checked  by,  104 ;  drainage  in  the 
fens  checked  by,  117,  119. 

Claridge,  John,  lus  Doreetehire,  233. 

Clark,  John,  his  Here/ordehire,  228, 
301. 

Clarke,  Sir  Ernest,  on  Fitaherbert,  90. 

Clarkson,  William,  his  Inquiry  inio 
Pauperiem  and  Me  Poor  Raiee,  314, 
320. 

Clay,  as  manure,  366. 

Clay  lands,  difficulties  of,  324,  326, 
326,  371 ;  of  Essex,  379 ;  in  1837, 
348,  362 ;   and  manure,  366. 


Cleveland  Bays,  366. 

aoth,  English,  under  Elixabeth,  79, 
81 ;  foreign  wool  and,  189 ;  West 
Country,  in  eighteenth  century, 
178. 

Clotting  beetle,  10. 

Clover,  104  ;  field  cultivation  of,  and 
SirR.  Weston,  107;  108,  110;  not 
possible  on  open-fields,  122;  im- 
portance of,  176 ;  reluctance  to 
^w  it,  134,  202  ;  in  Essex,  202  ; 
m  Heriiordidiire,  191 ;  in  Suffolk, 
193. 

dun  Forest,  mutton  from,  178,  228. 

Clydesdales,  366. 

CcMohes,  family-coaches,  283  ;  mail- 
coaches,  284 ;  railway-coaches,  363 ; 
stage-coaches,  282 ;  steel  springs 
on  carriages,  283. 

Coalport,  industries  at,  310. 

Coats,  George,  of  Carlton,  his  General 
Short-homed  Herd  Book,  364. 

Cobbett,  William,  editor  of  Jethro 
Tull,  169  ;  on  Thomas  Coke,  220. 

Cobham  (Kent),  sainfoin  at,  136. 

Cobham  (Surrey),  iron  mills  at,  309. 

Cookers,  12. 

Codware,  94. 

Cogan,  Thomas,  his  Haven  of  HtUhe, 
79. 

Coggeshall,  poor  rates  at,  308; 
baise  trade  at,  308,  309. 

Coinage,  and  Currency,  changes  in, 
73  ;  restored  under  Elisabeth,  78, 
81 ;  at  end  of  eighteenth  century, 
211,  261,  317. 

Coke,  Sir  Edward,  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
and  enclosures  at  8tratford-<Mi- 
Avon,  68 ;  his  Compleaie  Copyholder, 
426. 

Coke,  Thomas  (of  Norfolk),  32,  149, 
194,  207  ;  account  of,  217  eeq, ;  his 
live-stock,  219,  364;  sends  a 
Norfolk  plough  to  Gloucestershire, 
203. 

Colchester,  33. 

Coldstream,  Bir.  Pringle  introduces 
drilling  at,  176. 

Cole,  John,  clothier  of  Reading,  80. 

Coleridge,  8.  T.,  attends  D^ftvy's 
lectures,  217. 

Cole-seed,  108,  136. 

Colewort,  160. 

"  College,"  the,  at  Welcombe,  68. 

College  of  Experiments,  suggested  by 
Gabriel  Plattes,  1 10,  andl^  Robert 
Child,  110. 

Colling,  Charles,  his  Ketton  herd,  187 ; 
Charles  and  Robert,  their  Short- 
horns, 364. 

Colonial  preference,  273. 
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Oolaoia,  F.,  editor  of  Palladius,  419. 

ColumelIa»  3d»  99,  419. 

Combe,  WilUam,  of  Stratford-oa- 
Avon,  68. 

Comber,  W.  T.,  his  Inquwy  inio  the 
Stale  of  NaHonal  Subnttence,  266, 
466. 

Comenius,  Hartlib'a  trazudation  from, 
108. 

Commerce,  rise  of,  67  seq, ;  under 
Elisabeih,  79. 

Commination  Service,  oorse  in  the, 
167. 

CommiasionerB  of  Sewers,  the  (1630), 
117. 

Commons,  and  Common-rights,  22, 
27,  36,  37 ;  oommutation  of,  67  ; 
and  enclosures,  71,  304,  306,  306  ; 
compared  with  Fenlands,  118,  119 
9eq. ;  and  the  Digger  movement, 
121;  squatters,  126  seq,,  162,  167, 
168,  169  ;  preserved  as  breathing- 
spaces,  262  ;  at  Maulden,  416. 

Common  pastures,  6,  26  seq.,  36,  37, 
72,  120,  167,  169 ;  Timothy  Nourse 
on,  160 ;  open-fields  and,  224  eeq. 

Commonwealth,  distribution  of  land 
under  the,  140. 

Company  of  Adventurers,  the  (Bed- 
ford Level),  117. 

Compendictu  or  Brief  Examination, 
etc,,  by  W.  S.,  70,  71,  73,  97,  122, 
164. 

Compensation  for  continuous  good 
farming  in  excess  of  standard,  406. 

"  Compostynge,"  60. 

Compulsory,  commutation  of  tithes, 
344  ;  labour  on  roads,  282  ;  legis- 
lation, advocated  by  Robert  ChUd 
( 1666),  109  ;  by  Walter  Blith,  1 14 ; 
tenant  right,  406. 

Confiscation  of  land,  396. 

Coningsby,  246. 

Consecration,  secures  tithes,  387. 

Consols,  present  low  price  of,  facili- 
tates tithe-redemption,  403. 

Constable's  field,  26. 

Contagious  Diseases  of  Animals  Act, 
the,  of  1896,  381. 

Contract,  freedom  of,  64,  67 ;  ex 
<Mdver90  tenant-right,  406. 

Conygarth,  the,  18. 

Coode,  O.,  his  Report  in  1861,  434. 

Cook,  Moses,  his  Forrest-Trees,  429. 

Co-operative  societies,  417. 

Copper,  for  destroying  charlock,  386. 

Copyholders,  23,  69  ;  of  inheritance, 
70;  under  Elizabeth,  84. 

Coriander,  in  Essex,  193. 

Com,  bounties  on  exports,  see  Com- 
Laws  (1697-1766),  462;  consump- 


tion of,  per  person,  266,  267 ;  con- 
sumption of  home-grown  as  com- 
pared withpopulation,272;  England 
Srofits  by  reason  of,  262;  export 
uty  in  Prussia,  270 ;  exports  of, 
in  1792,  268;  in  1808,  268; 
imports  and  exports  (1697-1801), 
462;  (1766-1814),  267;  imports 
in  1741,  1767  and  1768,  261; 
in  1716-1766,  263 ;  in  1782,  267 : 
in  1796,  267  ;  in  1876-6,  376  ;  im- 
portation of.  Porter  on,  214; 
mnportation  from  France  durinff 
Napoleonic  war,  269;  French 
demand  for,  in  1870-1, 371 ;  House 
of  Commons  Committee  on  the 
Com  Trade  (1814),  319;  seed  com, 
10,  94,  107;  steeping,  107,  120; 
Jethro  Tull  on,  170 ;  self-denjdng 
ordinances,  264;  speculation  in, 
266,  273  ;  wheat  area  in  1864,  371 ; 
in  1871  and  1901,  378 ;  wholesale 
trade  in,  312 ;  yield  per  acre,  97, 
98,  101,  107,  131 ;  Thomas  Coke, 
319  ;  in  Cambridgeshire,  242 ;  in 
Gloucest6rshire(1790),199;  (1796), 
232;  in  1860  as  compared  with 
1770,  371 ;  in  1879,  376;  prices  of 
(1463-1497),  448;  in  eighteenth 
century,  148,  168,  210,  262;  in 
seventeenth  and  eighteenth  cen- 
turies, 264;  (1646-1911),  440,  441 ; 
(1716-1766),  269;  (1742-1766),  263; 
(1766-1764),  436;  (1766-1774),  436; 
(1766-1813),  264,  266  (the  weather 
and  the  war);  (1782-1792),  321; 
in  1800,  270;  (1801-1810),  266; 
(1802-1812),  321  ;  (1811-1820),  266; 
in  1812,  270;  (1813-1816),  319; 
in  1836,  274 ;  in  1860,  371  ;  effect 
of  peace  of  1816  on,  271 ;  sensitive 
to  narvests  and  weather,  264,  261. 
Com  Laws,  the  (and  see  Appendix 
m.),  210, 263  9eq„  442  aeq, ;  seven- 
teenth century,  143;  (1689-1766), 
260«e9.;  (1766- 1816), 263^?.;  (1816- 
1846),  266  seq.',  (1846-1849),  274; 
Acts  of  Parliament,  affecting  the 
com  trade,  442-447  ;  aim  of  legis- 
lation, 266,  266;  Anti-Corn  Law 
League,  the,  274;  bounties,  267, 
269,  260,  261 ;  on  exports  (1697- 
1766),  443,  444,  462  ;  on  imports, 
266 ;  suspended,  261,  264  ;  cease 
to  be  based  on  moral  principles, 
271  ;  Colonial  preference,  273 ; 
commercial  blockade  during  French 
and  American  wars,  268,  269 ; 
England  remained  dependent  on 
her  own  produce,  349 ;  export 
allowed  by  statute,  267 ;  restriction 
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on,  267,  442  seq. ;  exporta  and  im- 
ports, 268,  261,  263,  268,  442  seq. ; 
unporta,  restrictions  on,  273,  444 ; 
after  1814,  266,  273 ;  during  the 
French  war,  268;  foreign  com 
admitted  duty  free  in  the  eight- 
eenth century,  261,  263 ;  increas- 
ing preponderance  over  exports, 
264,  267,  268;  Indian  com  and 
meal,  446 ;  inland  trade,  restrictions 
on,  266 ;  regulated  as  well  as 
forei^  trade,  266;  merchants 
petition  against,  in  1820,  273; 
middlemen,  forestaUers,  etc.,  266 ; 
monopoly  of  home  nuurkets,  not 
the  effect  of  the  Com  Laws,  321 ; 
prices  steadied  by  the  Com  Laws, 
264,  267  ;  down  to  1816  only,  271 ; 
otherwise  not  much  affected,  270  ; 
Protection,  frankly  so,  after  1816, 
271;  *' rained  away,*'  274,  371; 
repeal,  advocated  by  Porter,  273 ; 
in  1846,  409 ;  final  repeal  in  1869, 
274,  371 ;  revenue  and,  267,  268  ; 
royal  licenses,  267 ;  under  the 
Tudors,  267 ;  the  Stewarto,  268 ;  at 
the  Restoration,  268 ;  rye,  446 ; 
sliding  sccJe  of  duties  in  1828  and 
onward,  273. 

Cornwall,  report  on  (Worgan),  311; 
industries  m,  311. 

Correclaon,  houses  of,  432,  434,  436. 

Corse  Lawn,  230,  231,  232. 

Cotereau,  Charles,  translator  of  Col- 
umella, 419. 

Cotesbach,  Rev.  Joseph  Lee  at,  126. 

Cottages,  to  have  each  4  acres  of  land, 
297;   *' Cottage  Acres,"  298. 

Cottagers  and  enclosures,  306. 

Cottars,  22. 

Cottenham,  common  rights  at,  27. 

Cotton,  Charles,  his  PUmter*s  Manual, 
429. 

Cotswold  wool,  80,  98,  138,  178,  311. 

Couling,  Mr.  W.,  his  evidence  before 
the  Select  Committee  on  Emigra- 
tion, 1827,  466. 

**  Counterfet  Cranke,"  the,  76. 

•*  Country  Farmer,  A,"  Cursory  Be- 
marka  on  Sndosuree,  etc,,  303. 

"  Country  Gentleman,  A,"  The  Ad- 
vantages and  Disadvantages  of  En- 
closing WasU  Lands,  301,  303. 

Courts,  Manorial,  19,  160 ;  dwindling 
jurisdiction  of,  64  ;  Coiut  Rolls,  23, 
24,  39,  47,  70. 

Le  Couteur,  CoL,  364. 

Coventry,  a  port,  276  ;  yeomen  seek 
employment  at,  296  ;  ribbon  and 
tamine  trade  at,  310. 

Cow-commons,  248. 


Cow-leech,  the,  386. 

Cowper,  J.  M.,  his  England  in  ike  reign 

of  Henry  VIII.,  69. 
Cowper,  John,  his  Essay  proving  thai 

Inclosing  ,   ,   .  is  contrary  to  the 

interest  of  thf!  Nation,  161. 
"  Crag  "  (Suffolk),  192. 
Craven  Longhoms,  187. 
Crawshay,   John,   his   Countryman's 

Instructor,  106,  426. 
Crayford,  linen  industry  at,  309. 
Credit  banks,  417. 
Crediton,  pastures  at,  136. 
Cresoentius.  Petms,  89,  420. 
Cricklade,  234. 
Crimean  war,  the,  closes  the  Baltic, 

371 ;   depression  preceding,  409. 
Crofters  in  Skye,  in  1760, 28. 
Crombie,  Rev.  Dr.,  his  Letters  on  the 

Present  State   of  the   Agricultural 

Interest,  320. 
Crompton,  Samuel,  206. 
Cromwell,    Oliver,    and    racehorses, 

183 ;    and  Hertfordshire   turnips, 

19L 
Crones,  14. 
"  Orooks,"  204. 
Crops,  of  the  demesne,  8 ;   disuse  of 

certain  kinds,   312;    rotation   of, 

107  (Sir  Richard  Weston) ;    131  ; 

199  ;   in  1808,  466  ;  in  1837,  364  ; 

in  1866-1911,  464,  466;    in  Cam- 

bridgeshire,  200 ;  in  Herefordshire, 

228 ;  in  Norfolk,  174 ;  in  Stafford- 
shire, 227. 
Crosskill,    Mr.,    and    the    Beverley 

Reaper,  368,  369. 
Crowbar,  Mr.  Elkington's,  363. 
(Rowland,  116. 
Crowley,   Robert,   62;    his    Way  to 

Wealth,  73  ;  his  Epigrams,  73. 
Crowmarsh,  Jethro  Tull  at,  170. 
Croxton,  243. 

Croydon,  and  the  Surrey  Iron  Rail- 
way, 362. 
"  Crust»,"  24. 
CuUey,  George  (and  see  J.  Bailey)  on 

larae  cattle,  1.79  ;   his  Observations 

onlAve  Stock,  186. 
Culleys,  the,  318,  364. 
<}ulltmi.  Sir  John,  his  History  of  the 

Manor  of  Hawsted,   11,  43,    136; 

on  Suffolk  Punches,  193. 
Cumberland,  report  on  (Bailey  and 

Culley),  48,  226  ;  enclosure  in,  48 ; 

the  poorest  county,  146. 
Curwen,  J.  C,  M.P.,  his  Speech  on  28 

May,  1816,  314,  320. 
Custom,   the  tyranny  of,    132,   166, 

168,  202,  220,  276,  378 ;  influence 

of,  in  tithes,  333,  388,  339. 
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CustomB  of  maiior8»  43,  48. 

Dairiee,  of  the  Middle  Ages,  14 ;  of 
the  seventeenth  century,  109 ; 
1853-1874,  372  ;  of  modem  times, 
388  aeq. ;  dairy  produce  in  Lei- 
cestershire, 187  ;  in  Cheshire,  194  ; 
in  Essex,  in  1893,  381 ;  dairy 
appliances,  390;  dairy  women 
sometimes  threshed  the  com,  11 ; 
the  British  Dcury  Farmers*  Asso- 
ciation, 388  ;  the  Dairy  Shorthorn 
Association,  388 ;  dairy  appliances, 
390  (and  see  MUk). 
Daisses,"  2. 
Dales/*  24. 

Danes,  the,  and  monastic  establish 
ments,  334,  336. 

Darlejjr  Arabian,  183. 

Darwm,  Erasmus,  on  steam,  in  The 
Batamo  Qarden,  352. 

Davenant,  Charles,  his  Ea^ay  upon  the 
.  .  .  baUanee  of  Trade,  146,  465; 
his  Worka,  Political  and  Commer- 
cial,  edited  by  Sir  C.  Whitworth, 
453. 

Daventry,  industries  at,  310. 

Davis,  Richard,  his  Ox/ordehire,  234, 
293. 

Davis,  Thomas,  his  Wiltehire,  233, 
294. 

Davies,  David,  his  Caae  of  Labourers 
in  Husbandry  stated  and  considered^ 
303  307. 

Davy,'  Sir  Humphry,  216,  217,  359  ; 
his  Blements  of  AffriouUural  Chemis- 
try, 217  ;  his  lecture  on  Soils,  217  ; 
his  lectures,  216, 369. 

Davy,  William,  his  North  Devons, 
354. 

Dawley  Farm,  Bolingbroke  at,  173. 

Dawson,  Williiun,  at  Frogden,  adopts 
drills,  177. 

"Daye,**the,  11. 

"  Daymen,*'  on  roads,  286. 

Dean,  the  forest  of,  391. 

Deans,  Jeannie,  153. 

Deanston  Cotton  Works,  James  Smith 
at,  363,  364. 

Decimation  tax,  the,  140. 

Dedham,  industries  at,  309. 

Dee,  the,  276. 

Deeping  Fens,  246,  246. 

Deer-parks,  60,  62. 

Deeryng,  Richard,  99. 

Defoe,  Daniel,  his  T€ntr  through  .  .  . 
Orea$  Britain,  166,   168;    on  Lei- 
cestershire horses,  183. 

I^Sg6>  Sir  Simon,  85. 

Deuuneres,  from  Cheshire,  178. 

De  Laune,  on  psatures,  384. 


Demesne,  the,  6  ;  condition  of,  65  ; 
increase  of,  38  ;  produce  of,  8  seq. ; 
survey  of,  20. 

Dendy,  F.  W.,  The  ancient  farms  of 
Northumberland  (1893),  50. 

Denmark,  hostility  of,  in  1800,  270  ; 
milking  herd-books  in^  389;  re- 
ceipts per  cultivated  acre  one- 
third  larger  than  in  Great  Britain^ 
401. 

Denton,  Rev.  W.,  England  in  the 
fifteenth  century,  50. 

Denys,  Henry,  99. 

Depression,  of  agricultural  industry^ 
(1813-1836),  436  ;  (1814),  322  seq.  ; 
(1816-1837),  349;  (1875-1884),  374, 
375, 376  seq.,  393, 411 ;  (1891-1899), 
374, 375, 393;  extravagance  blamed 
for,  347 ;  but  not  altogether  justly, 
348  ;  The  Richmond  Commission^ 
377  ;  Royal  Conunission  of,  1893, 
380 ;  commercial  depression,  374  ; 
decennial  theory  of,  374. 

Deptf ord,  powder  mills  at,  309 ; 
price  of  flour  at,  in  1813,  319. 

Derbyshire,  Report  on  (Farey),  227  ; 
(Brown),  294;  in  1770,  199, 
200. 

Devon  Herd-book,  the,  373. 

Devonshire,  Report  on  (Fraser),  294  ; 
earthworks,      2 ;     industries     in, 

3n. 

Devonshire,   Duke  of,   tenancies-at> 

will  under,  200. 

Devonshiring  *'  (Sir  Richcurd  Wes- 
ton's), 107. 
Diunond-backed  moth,  the,  386. 
Dibbinff,    11 ;     origin    of,    101 ;     at 

Hollmam,  220 ;  in  Gloucestershire, 

199. 
Digger  Movement,  the,  120  «eg. 
Digges,    Leonard,    his    Book   named 

Tectonicon,  420. 
Dilston,  John  Gr^,  of,  318. 
Dingles,  the,  at  Welcombe,  68. 
Disestablishment  of  the  Church,  402  ; 

in  Wales,  403 ;   demanded  by  the 

Labourers*  Union,  410. 
Dishley,  see  Robert  Bakewall. 
Distilleries,  and  the  price  of  com,  254, 

264. 
Distress,  the  law  of,  modified  in  1883,. 

379. 
Ditchmarsh,  117. 

Dodde-reade  (Kentish  wheat),  93. 
Dogs,  Worlidge  on,  130. 
Doff-whipper's  land,  26. 
Dotes,  26  seq. 
Domesday  Book,  21,  22 ;    of  Castle^ 

Combe,  43. 
Don,  the,  117,  277. 
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Ponaldaon,  Jamet,  112;  his  NortK- 
ampionMrt,  236,  244;  his  Him- 
batidry  anatami§ed,  1 14,  430 ;  ad- 
vooate  of  tenant-right,  114 ;  on  the 
tyranny  of  ouatom,  134;  on 
ploughs  in  Noithamptonahire,  203. 

Donoaater  (Ermine  Street),  279. 

Dooninffton,  glaasworks  at,  310. 

DorBetahire,i&9port  on  (Claridge),  233 ; 
^Stevenson),  233  ;  oommona  in,  2  ; 
larthingholds,  22;  industriea  in, 
312;  bankraptoiea  in  1816-1820, 
323. 

Douglas,  the,  277. 

Doveootes  of  the  monasteriea,  334. 

Dover,  paper  industry  at,  309. 

Dove^oourt  beetle,  a,  10. 

Downton,  390. 

Drage,  9. 

Drwiage,  10,  11,  94,  362-365  (1837- 
1874);  Walter  Blith  on,  114; 
Robert  Child  on,  112,  116;  not 
possible  on  open-fields,  122;  of 
common  pastures,  199 ;  the  Oreat 
Level,    117;     "thorough,"    198; 

gublic  loans  for,  364  ;  drain  pipes, 
64  ;  drainage  in  Essex  and  Suffolk, 

192,  363  ;    in  Leicestershire,  363  ; 

in  Hertfordshire,  363. 
Drakelow,  187. 
Drayton    Beaoohamp    (Hooker    at), 

26. 
Drayton,    liiohael,    his   Nymphidia, 

98. 
Driffield,  163. 
Driftways,  27,  96,  286. 
Drilling  (and  see  Jethro  Tull),  219, 

220;    the    Northumberland    drill, 

366 ;    the  Suffolk,  366  ;   seed  and 

manure  drills,  369. 
Driver,  Abraham  and  William,  their 

HampBhire,  300. 
Dubravius,  Janus,  Bishop  of  Olmuta, 

his  New  Booke  of  Oooa  Husbandry, 

424. 
Ducie,  Lord,  172. 
Duokett,  Thomas,  his  Procee<l»n^«  C<m- 

eeming  the  Improvement  of  Land, 

427. 
Ducking-stool,  the,  19. 
Dudley,  Dud,  his  experiments  with 

sea-coal,  110. 
Dugdale,  Sir  William,  his  Hietory  of 

Imbankmg  and  Draining,  118,  428. 
Dun,  David,  his  Blackfac^  Heaths, 

364. 
Dunstoble  (Icknield  Street),  279. 
Dunstan,  St.,  336. 
Dunstan  pillar  lighthouse,  163. 
Durham,  Keport  on  (Qranger),  226. 
Durham  ox,  the,  188. 


Dorsley,  industries  at,  311. 

Du^,  on  brick  and  timber,  abotition 
o(  371 ;  on  undeveloped  land,  399. 

Dyer,  John,  The  Fleece,  80,  98. 

I^rmock,  Cressy,  possible  author  of 
Hartlib*s  Beeay/or  Advaneemeni  of 
Huebandry^Leiming,  etc.,  i26. 

E.,  R.,  his  Disoouree  oj  Houeebandrte, 
422. 

Earby,  Sir  Anthony,  his  caae,  in 
1633,  433. 

Bast  and  West  Common,  245,  260. 

East  and  West  Deeping  Fens,  246. 

East  India  Company,  the,  79. 

Eastington,  232. 

Eastland  or  Baltic  Company,  the, 
79. 

ESaat  Lothian,  wheat  grown  there 
only,  in  1716,  160. 

Ecclesiastical  organisation,  334  ;  the 
Reformation  and,  340. 

Eden,  Sir  F.  M.,  prices  in  1742-66, 
262;  hiSiSto<eo/<^jPoor,  316. 

Edgar,  the  Peaceful,  336. 

Edges,  24. 

Edgeworth,  Maria,  on  Arthur  Young^s 
frekmd,  196 ;  her  Seeay  on  Jrieh 
BuUe,  208. 

Edmonton  Common,  227. 

Edmund,  EJng,  his  Synod  at  London, 
336. 

Education,  Acts  of  1870,  1873,  and 
1876,  409  ;  Agricultural,  390  se?. ; 
Elementaiy,  391 ;  under  the  later 
Stewarts,  132  ;  school-gardens,  391. 

Edward  the  Confessor,  and  tithes, 
337. 

Edward  L,  a  gardener,  31 ;  and 
population,  60 ;  road  improvement 
under,  280. 

Edward  II.,  a  farmer,  31. 

Edward  III.,  36,  46. 

Edward  IV.,  46. 

Edward  VI.,  Latimer's  sermon  before, 
62  ;  re-enacts  Statutes  of  Herton 
and  Westminster,  72;  legislation 
for  hops,  92;  legislation  against 
commercial  landowners,  144 ;  Visi- 
tations of  Bishops  under,  280. 

Edwards,  Dr.,  of  Barnard  Castle,  his 
Plan  of  an  Undertaking  for  the 
ImprovimeniofHiubandry,  207. 

Eel  worms,  386. 

Egremont,  Lord,  207,  221. 

Electricity,  a  possible  fertilising  agent, 
386. 

Elephants,  recommended  by  Robert 
Child,  1 12. 

Elevators,  369. 

Elf-furrows,  2. 
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Elizabeth,  Queen,  her  xeign,  78  seq. ; 
prosperity^  under,  82 ;  not  universal, 
85 ;  drainage  of  marshes  under, 
116 ;  and  the  Com  Laws,  258. 

EUdngton,  Joseph,  his  drainage 
methods,  363;  receives  £1000 
from  Parliament,  363. 

EUesmere,  Lord  Chancellor,  68. 

Ellis,  William,  of  Qaddesden,  on 
Avlesbury  farmers,  198 ;  his 
ChUUm  and  Vale  Farming  ex- 
piainedf  191 ;  hia  Modem  Htt^HMnd- 
man,  191 ;  his  Shepherd^  s  Sure 
Guide,  149. 

EUman,  John,  of  Glynde,  187 ;  his 
Southdowns,  354. 

Elm,  fenlands  of,  245. 

Elmton  Common,  227. 

Eltsley,  sheep-rot  at,  in  1793,  243. 

Ely,  116 ;  Isle  of,  derelict  land  in, 
322 ;  executions  and  arrests  in, 
1812-15,  323. 

Ember  Court,  flatting  mills  on  the 
Mole,  309. 

Emigration,  398,  408,  409  ;  in  1872- 
81,  410. 

Employment,  decrease  of,  in  modem 
times,  398. 

Enclosure,  Zl  eeq.,  b^eeq,,  97,  224 
aeq, ;  in  seventeenth  and  eighteenth 
centuries,  56  eeq, ;  under  Elizabeth, 
86,  87,  161,  167  ;  under  James  I., 
103  eeq, ;  Acts  (enclosure),  161, 
162,  163,  167 ;  very  numerous 
between  1795  and  1812,  264 ;  first 
General  Enclosure  Act  (1801),  252  ; 
Act  of  1773,  224 ;  of  1801,  252 ; 
of  1836,  252;  of  1845,  252; 
acreage  enclosed  between  1760  and 
1815,  163,  164,  214,  215;  ad- 
vantages of,  97,  122  seq,,  231,  233, 
297 ;  attacks  on,  61  aeq.,  150 ; 
Becon,  Thomas,  advocate  of,  123 ; 
Blith,  Walter,  advocate  of,  113, 
133  ;  case  for  enclosure  stated  by 
J.  Lee,  A.  Moore,  and  S.  Taylor, 
125;  Catthorp  Common,  enclosure 
of,  126,  127 ;  championed  by 
Fitzherbert  and  Ttisser,  96,  97, 
122,  123  ;  Child,  Robert,  advocate 
of,  123,  124 ;  compensation,  none 
to  small  holders,  299  ;  compulsory, 
150  ;  controversy  on,  in  eighteenth 
century,  152  ;  com  area  diminished 
by,  267  ;  Cowper,  John,  on,  151  ; 
Commissioners,  163 ;  their  pro- 
ceedings, 298,  299  ;  substituted  for 
Parliamentary  Committees,  252 ; 
Court  of  Chancery,  sanction  re- 
quired from,  162  ;  C^own,  sanction 
of  required,  162 ;   in  Cumberland, 


48  ;  a  curse  on  families,  but  not  in 
Leicestershire,  127 ;  depopulation 
and,  60,  151,  291,  299  ;  the  Digger 
Movement  and,  121 ;  displacement 
caused  by,  75,  307  ;  drainage  of 
Fens,  compared  with,  119  m^.; 
effects  of,  on  rural  population,  290 
aeq,,  305, 306  ;  socially  and  morally, 
302-307;  Halhead,  Henry,  dis- 
approves of,  125  ;  Laurence,  John 
and  Edward,  on,  150 ;  Lee,  Joseph, 
cheunpion  of,  125 ;  literature  of  the 
subject,  150,  303;  "makes  fat 
beasts  and  lean  poor,**  291 ;  in 
Midland  Counties,  66,  72;  Moore, 
Adam,  champion  of,  125  ;  Nourse, 
Timothy,  advocate  of,  150 ;  open- 
field  farms  not  sufferers  by,  71 ; 
Parliament  and,  60  ;  Elizabethan, 
141 ;  Hanoverian,  141 ;  procedure, 
prior  to  1801,  249  eeq, ;  processes 
of,  56  eeq,,  150, 157, 162;  Report  on, 
to  Board  of  Agriculture  ( 1808),  305  ; 
tockIb  improved  by,  279 ;  Rous, 
John,  disapproves  of,  60 ;  soil, 
character  of,  and,  167 ;  statistics  of, 
164,  165,  231,  305;  Taylor,  Sil- 
vanus,  advocate  of,  125;  tithes 
extinguished  by,  252,  342 ;  tithe- 
owners  resist,  prior  to  1765,  168 ; 
voluntcury  arrangements,  163 ;  of 
wastes,  72,  215 ;  wool,  effect  on 
quality  of,  98;  wheat,  price  of, 
affects,  167 ;  Young,  Arthur,  on, 
302,  305. 

Enfield  Common,  237. 

England*9  Improvement,  and  eeaaan- 
able  advice  .  .  .  liow  to  prepare  the 
ground  for  eowing  Hemp  cmd  Flax 
eeed,  etc.  (1691),  136,  430. 

Englebert,  William,  drains  the  Fens, 
115. 

English  Jersey  Cattle  Herd-book,  and 
Society,  373. 

Engrossing,  approved  of  by  Edward 
Laurence,  151, 298 ;  the  Com  Laws 
and,  256,  264. 

An  Enquiry  into  the  Reasons  for  and 
against  Inclosing  the  Open  Fields, 
303. 

An  Enquiry  into  the  Advantages  and 
Disadvantages  restUting  from  BiUs 
of  Indosure,  etc,,  303. 

Ensilage,  387  ;  in  Stewart  times,  131 

Epping  Forest,  in  1794,  154,  238. 

Epworth,   petition   from,    119;     in 
dustries  at,  309. 

Erdeswick,  Sampson,  his  Survey  of 
Staffordshire,  85. 

Ermine  Street,  279. 

Erskine,  Lord,  at  Holkham,  221. 
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Essex,  Report  on  (Young),  192,  293, 

314 ;    (Vancouver),  164,  238,  314  ; 

oalves  from,   192 ;    olay-landB  of, 

379,  381 ;    drainage  in,  192,  193 ; 

induBtriee  of,  308,  309  ;  manure  in, 

192 ;    ownerahip  of  lound  in,  192 ; 

roads  in,  204  ;   wages  in,  314. 
Estienne,    Charlee,    89 ;     and    Jean 

Liebault,  UagrtcuUure  et  MoMon 

RuHique,  422. 
Eton,  prices  of  wheat  at,  1646-1770, 

440. 
Evelyn,  John,  his  Sylva  and  Terra, 

134,428;  his  Fomono,  428. 
Evens,  Mr.,  his  mil  king-herds,  389. 
"  Every  Year's  land,"  198. 
Exe,  the,  276. 
Exeter,  a  port,  276. 
Exhall,  parish  tithes  at,  388. 
Exhaustion  of  unenclosed  land,  64. 
Extravsgance,  of  farmers,  347 ;    of 

labourers,  347 ;  of  landowners,  347. 

Factory,  legislation  of,  1833,  349. 

Fairfax,  General  Lord,  and  the 
Diff^ers,  120 ;  Winstanley*s  letter 
to  nun,  121. 

St.  Faith's  fair,  218. 

Fallows,  33. 

Famine,  34 ;  anticipated  in  eight- 
eenth century,  210,  214,  215,  226, 
291,  436  ;  in  1812,  266  ;  in  France 
in  1789,  268  ;  the  potato  famine, 
274.  371. 

Fardels,  22. 

Farey,  John,  his  Derbyshire,  227. 

Farm,  meaning  of  the  word,  60 ; 
farms  become  food-factories,  214, 
349  ;   farm  buildings  in  1837,  366. 

Farmer,  The  Compleat  (1760),  8. 

Farmers*  Magazine,  The  (1802), 
founded  209;  on  live-stock  on 
conmions,  169  ;  on  Holkham  sheep- 
shearings,  221 ;  Wobum  sheep- 
shearings,  221. 

Farm-hold,  the,  21. 

Farrundells,  22. 

Farthingholds,  22. 

Faversham,  powder  mills  at,  309. 

Federal  Union,  the,  411. 

Fens,  the,  114 ;  Reports  on  the  Fen 
lands,  2^3  seq,;  draining  of,  116 
seq, ;  extent  of,  243  ;  outrages  in, 
119;    in  eighteenth  century,  163. 

Fertilisation,  cross,  386. 

Fertilisers  and  Feeding-Stufis  Act, 
the,  of  1893,  381. 

Feudal  dues,  141,  142. 

Field  churches,  337. 

Field-grass  husbandry,  2  seq. 

Field  names,  26. 


Field-reeves,  under  Enclosure  Act  of 
1773,224;  at  WUburton,  246. 

Fimble  hemp,  30. 

Finance  at  tne  Restoration,  141. 

Finchley  Common,  164. 

Fines,  of  copyholds,  70. 

Finger-and-toe  fungus,  the,  386. 

Finlaison,  John,  his  estiinate  of  the 
population,  266. 

Fires,  agrarian,  in  1830-31,  326,  330. 

Fish,  Simon,  62. 

Fishery  Laws,  under  Elizabeth,  79. 

Fish-ponds,  of  the  monasteries,  334. 

Fitzherbert,  Sir  Anthony,  90. 

Fitzherbert,  John,  his  Book  of  Hus- 
bandry, 10,  26,  69,  66,  89,  90,  92, 93 
seq,,  106,  139,  420;  his  Book  of 
Surveying,  36,  37,  39,  60,  122,  420  ; 
on  Essex  roads,  204. 

Fitzherbert,  Rev.  Reginald,  90. 

Flails,  369. 

Flanders,  farming  in,  99 ;  tenant- 
right  in,  113;  turnips  in,  100; 
Sir  R.  Weston  in,  107. 

Flats,  24. 

Flax,  107,  108,  136,  240,  312. 

Flour,  white,  adulteration  of,  449. 

Flower-growing,  a  branch  of  modem 
agriculture,  383. 

FoUdnffham,  William,  his  F^ndi- 
grapkia,  424. 

Foot,  Peter,  his  Middlesex,  237. 

Foot-and-mouth  disease,  the,  372, 
376,  386. 

Forestalling,  266,  264. 

Forestry,  instruction  in,  391  (and  see 
Woods), 

Formalin,  386. 

Fomcett,  the  manor  of,  16,  17,  40. 

Forrest,  "  Sir  "  William,  62. 

Forster,  John,  his  Engkmd's  Httppi- 
ness  increased,  108,  428 ;  on  pota- 
toes, 136. 

Forster,  Nathaniel,  his  Enquiry  irUo 
the  present  High  Price  of  Provisions, 
300,  303. 

Fortescue,  Sir  John,  49. 

Fortrey,  Samuel,  his  England*s  In- 
terest Considered,  etc,,  428. 

Fosseway,  the,  279. 

Fothers,  26. 

Fowler,  Mr.,  of  Rollright,  breeder  of 
Longhoms,  187. 

Fox,  C.  J.,  at  the  Louvre,  207. 

Fox,  Wilson,  his  Report  on  Agri- 
cultural Wages  in  1900,  470. 

Foxes,  and  poultry,  106;  black 
foxes,  112. 

Fox-hunting,  183. 

France,  com  imported  from  during 
the    Ni^oleomc    war,    269 ;     the 
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Franoo-Qennan  war,  375 ;  demand 

for  corn  in,  in  1870-1,  371 ;    war 

with,  268,  269. 
Franchise,  parliamentary,  demanded 

by  the  Labourers*  Union,  410  ;  and 

won,  411. 
Fraser,  Robert,  his  Devanahire,  294. 
Fraters,  76. 
Freeholds,  at  Berkeley,  45 ;  small,  151 

(and  see  Landoumers) ;  in  Scotland, 

161. 
Freemen,  20,  40,  47,  48,  49,  52,  87. 
Free  Trade  (and  see  Com  LanffB),  not 

at  first  a  benefit  to  agricultural 

labourers,  409. 
Friendly    Societies,    the    Labourers' 

Union  and,  410,  414  ;  and  the  Poor 

Laws,  436. 
Frogden,  drilling  at,  177. 
Frome,  woollen  trade  at,  311. 
Fruit-farm,  the  Wobum,  383. 
Fulham^gardens  at,  102. 
Fuller,  lliomas,  on  enclosures,  64 ; 

on  gardens,  102  ;  on  Tusser,  91. 
FuU  land,  21. 
Fungi,  385,  386. 

G.,  E.,  his  Wcute  Lcmd  ImprovemerU, 
etc,,  427. 

Qaddesden,  Little,  William  Ellis  of, 
191. 

Qamlingay,  243. 

Qang  system,  the,  409 ;  the  Gangs 
Act  of  1867,  409. 

Garden,  Alexander,  of  Troup,  160. 

Gardener,  Mayster  Ion,  his  FeaU  of 
Oardeninge,  102. 

Gardens,  extension  of,  under  Eliza- 
beth, 86,  101,  102;  under  the 
Stewarts,  106 ;  the  Landscape 
school,  173. 

Garforth,  experiments  at,  387. 

Gascoigne,  George,  his  Steel  Olaase, 
156. 

Gay,  Mr.,  his  estimate  of  enclosures 
between  1465  and  1607,  66  ;  his 
hvpothetical  tables  of  persons  dis- 
placed  by  enclosures  between  1485 
and  1517,  75 ;   on  Fitzherbert,  90. 

Geese,  17  ;  on  Deeping  Fens,  247. 

"  Gelly  or  matty  rime,"  15. 

Geneat  land,  336. 

OenUeman^s  Magazine,  The ;  refer- 
ences to  Robert  Bakewell,  185. 

Geology  and  agi^I^ulture,  385. 

Georse  II.,  high  wages  under,  262 ; 
and  Queen  Caroline  upset  at 
Parsons  Green,  283. 

George  III.,  23,  32 ;  enclosure  under, 
56,  57,  215  ;  a  contributor  to  the 
AnnaU  oj  Agriculture,  196  ;   "  Far- 


mer George  "  and  Arthur  Young, 

207. 
George,  Henry,  396. 
St.  George's  Hill,  120. 
Gerard,  John,  his  Herball,  423.  «^» 
Gerstuns,  6. 

Gertruydenberg,  the  Peace  of,  173. 
Gilbert,  Sir  Joseph  Henry,  217,  366, 

385. 
Gilbert's  Act  (1782),  327,  435,  437. 
Gin-balls,  calves  fed  on,  204. 
de  Girardin,  M.,  on  irrigation,  1 14. 
Glasgow  Bank,  failure  of  the,  375. 
Glass  furnaces,  1 10. 
Glauber,  Johann  Rudolf,  his  Miracu- 

lum  Mtmdi,  131. 
Glebe  land,  340. 
Glen,  the,  116. 
Glendale,  318. 
Gloucester,  vale  of,  in  1789,  198,  200, 

230  ;   Gloucester  fair.  Lord  Berke- 
ley   at,    31 ;     Royal   Agricultural 

Society's  Show  at,  in  1853,  369. 
Gloucestershire,  Report  on  (Turner), 

230;     (Rudge),    231,    294,    311; 

farrundells,   22  ;    open-fields,   23  ; 

enclosure   in,    66 ;     industries   in, 

311. 
Glover,  Rev.  George,  his  Oheervatums 

on  the  present  state  of  Pauperism  in 

England,  320,  324,  326. 
Glynde,  John  EUman  of,  187,  354. 
Godalming,  liquorice  grown  at,  136 ; 

industries  at,  309. 
Godolphin  Arabian,  183,  188. 
God  Spede  the  Plough,  424. 
Gkxlspenny,  the,  89. 
Gold,  increased  production  of,  211 ; 

new  discoveries  of,  in  nineteenth 

century,  371. 
Golden  Valley,  the,  in  Herefordshire, 

228. 
Gooch,  WiUifiun,  his  CanUmdgeshire, 

243. 
Googe,  Bamaby,  The  Four  Bookes  of 

Husbandry,  99,  105,  131,  421. 
Gores,  25. 

Gorsley  Common,  230. 
Granaries,  5  ;  public,  256,  257. 
Grange,  the,  5. 

Granger,  Joseph,  his  Durfuxm,  226. 
Grangers,  7. 
Grant,  Sir  Archibald,  of  Monymusk, 

160. 
Grantham,  assized  bread  at,  in  1812, 

450. 
Grapes,  18. 

Grasses,  Thomas  Coke  and,  219. 
Greenwich  Marshes,  embankment  of, 

115. 
St.  Gregory's  day,  25. 
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QretAej,  Sir  Thomas,  of  Drafcelow, 

187. 
Oretton,  R.  H.,  cited»  26. 
Gnj,  John,  of  DiUrton,  318 ;    and 

Lord  Althorp,  208. 
de  Qrey,  Thomas,  his  CompUai  HorBe- 

man  and  BxpeH  Ferrier,  183,  426. 
Qrisone,  F.,  his  Arte  ofRyding,  421. 
Qrosseteste,  Robert,  his  ]Bt4M,  11,  33, 

419. 
Qround-game  legislation,  131,  132. 
Qrymes,    Thomas,    his    Honeat   and 
mPlaine  dealing  Farrier,  106,  426. 
Guano,  104,  366,  371. 
Guilds,  see  Trade  Guilds. 
Guinea,  or  African  Company,  the,  79. 
Guy*8  Cliffe,  60. 

H.  stamp  on  loaves,  460. 

Haffgard,   Sir  H.   Rider,   his  Bural 

England,  382,  470. 
Hainault  Forest  in  1794,  164,  238. 
Haines,  Richard,  his  Preveniiian  of 

Poverty,  429. 
Hair-powder,  264,  264. 
Hales,  John,  suggested  author  of  the 

CompendioualSxaminaiion,  etc,,  70, 

420. 
**  Half-plaoes,"  22. 
"  Half-year  '*  lands,  26. 
"  Half-year  meads  **  in  Dorset,  233. 
Halhead,  Henry,  his  Incloeure  Uirown 

open,  124,  426. 
HaUfaz,  Lord,  at  Abbs*  Court,  172. 
Hall,  BUhop,  his  SaUres,  82,  84. 
Hallowmas,  9. 
Halstead,  industries  at,  309. 
Hame,  manor  of,  44. 
Hamilton's  ploughs,  104. 
Hampshire,  Report  on  (Vancouver), 

237, 293  ;  (Driver),  300  ;  industries 

in,  309  ;  tithes  in  kind  in,  341. 
Hams  (stinted  pastures),  26. 
"  Handy-dandy,"  69. 
Hanseatic  League,  the,  79. 
Hardwicke,  242. 
Hargreaves,  James,  206. 
Harman,  Thomas,  A  Caveator  Waren- 

ingfor  Common  Cureeters,  76. 
Harris  Institute,  at  Preston,  the,  390. 
Harrison,  William,  his  Description  of 

England,  73,  82,  84,  86,  422 ;    on 

enclosure,  97  ;  on  garden  produce, 

101  ;  on  hoiM,  92. 
Harrogate,  in  eighteenth  century,  163. 
Harrows,  9  ;  in  1837,  366  ;  later,  369. 
Hartlib,  Samuel,  his  stoiy,  108  ;   his 

Legaoie,  92,  102,  106,  107,  116,  119, 

124, 126,  426  ;  publication  of,  108  ; 

his  Reformation  of  Schooles,  108 ; 

his  other  books,  426  ;  advocate  of 


tenant-right,  113 ;  on  cattle-breed- 
ing, 180 ;  on  cheeses,  136 ;  on 
innovations,  134;  on  mafthine- 
sowing,  171 ;  his  remedy  for  the 
rot,  etc.,  HI ;  on  Reginald  8oot*s 
Hop  Garden,  92. 

Harvests,  of  Middle  Ages,  11  ;  in 
Herefordshire,  301 ;  a  harvest  in 
each  month  of  the  year,  376 ;  of 
1716-1764,  267;  of  1766-1792 
(analysis),  268  ;  of  1766-1816,  267  ; 
of  1779,  267,  268 ;  of  1789,  268 ; 
of  1790  and  1792,  268 ;  of  1791, 
268 ;  of  1793  (in  Isle  of  Wight), 
300  ;  of  1793-1814  (analysis),  269  ; 
of  1808  and  1809  (in  France  and  the 
Netherlands),  269;  of  1809-1812, 
319 ;  of  1813,  266,  269,  319 ;  of 
1814  and  1816,  319  ;  of  1845,  274  ; 
of  1860,  371;  of  1879,  376;  of 
1894,  380. 

Harward,  Michael,  his  Herds-man's 
Mate,  429. 

Hasbach,  W. ,  his  History  of  the  Bni^i^ 
Agricultural  Labourer,  470. 

Hatfield  Chace,  117,  119. 

Hawstead,  11,  43,  136,  192. 

Hay,  parish  tithes  at,  338. 

Hay-making,  in  1837,  367. 

Hays,  hay  wains  of  the,  32. 

Haywards,  7,  26. 

Hazelton,  granary  at,  6. 

Hearth  office,  the,  146. 

Heath,  F.  G.,  his  Romance  of  Peasant 
Life,  etc,,  470. 

"  Heath-croppers  "  of  Berkshire,  177. 

Hedgerows,  28. 

Helenmas,  96. 

St.  Helens,  coalfield,  the,  277. 

Hemp,  29,  30,  108,  136, 193,  240,  309, 
312. 

Henry  m.,  and  the  Assize  of  Bread, 
460. 

Henry  VII.,  60,  74,  79. 

Henry  VIII.,  66  ;  and  the  Com  Laws, 
267 ;  drainage  and  redamatioa 
under,  116  ;  feudal  dues  under,  141; 
ga^ening  under,  102  ;  horses  im- 
ported by,  181 ;  petition  to,  in 
1614,  67,  62  ;  Poor  Laws,  and,  74. 

Henslow,  Prof.  John  Stevens,  treats 
ment  of  coproUtes,  367. 

Herd  Books,  373. 

Herdsham,  26. 

Herdwicks,  178. 

Hereford,  a  port,  276. 

Hereford  Herd-book  and  Society,  373. 

Herefordshire,  Report  on  (Clark), 
228,  301 ;  crops  harvested  by 
Welshmen,  301. 

Heresbaeh,  Conrad,  89,  99,  421. 
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Heritage,  eee  Palladiua, 

Hertfordshire,  Report  on  (Young), 
238,  292;  (Walker),  238;  com- 
pared with  Middlesex,  190,  191 ; 
drainage  in,  363  ;  farming  in,  191 ; 
industries  in,  309 ;  vicinity  to  Lon- 
don makes  land  valuable,  296 ; 
tithes  in  kind  in,  341 ;  Walker  on, 
191 ;  Young  on,  191. 

Hervey,  Lord  Francis,  his  edition  of 
Reyce*s  Breviary  of  Suffolk,  192, 
424. 

Hevingham,  240. 

Hewer,  John,  his  Heref ords,  364. 

Hide,  21. 

Highways,  203-206,  276-289  ;  at  be- 
ginning of  nineteenth  century, 
286  ;  Acts  of  1773,  284 ;  of  1836, 
288 ;  Highway,  etc.,  Amendment 
Act  of  1878,  289 ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Act  of  1888,  289;  Public 
Health  Act  of  1876,  289  ;  AboUtion 
of  turnpikes,  288  ;  county  council's 
liability,  289 ;  crimes  committed 
on,  280  ;  highway  districts,  forma- 
tion of,  289  ;  highw^rmen,  283  ; 
legislation  under  the  Tudors,  281  ; 
main  roads  exempted  from  district 
liability,  289  ;  rates,  under  Charles 
II.,  282  ;  under  Qeorge  III.,  284  ; 
Select  Committee  of  1839,  288; 
Turnpike  Trusts,  282  seq. 

Hill,  Thomas,  his  Perfite  ordering  of 
Beee,  106  ;  other  works,  421. 

Hillman,  David,  his  Tuaeer  Redivivue, 
9L 

Hired  labour,  and  hirings,  39,  63,  88, 
89. 

"  Hitched  "  land,  248. 

Hobbs,  Mr.,  his  milking-herds,  389. 

Hoketide,  9. 

Holdemess  cattle,  180. 

Holdsworth,  A.  H,  M.P.,  his  Two 
Letters  on  the  present  sUuaHon  of  the 
CowfUry,  314,  320. 

Holkham  (and  see  Thomas  Coke), 
annual  rental  in  1776  and  1816, 
217  ;  sheep-shearings  at,  220 ;  the 
toast,  '*  Symmetry  well  covered," 
186. 

Holland,  Henry,  his  Cheshire,  296. 

Hollington  Common,  227. 

Holt,  John,  his  LanccLshire,  226,  296. 

Home,  Francis,  his  Principles  of 
Agriculture  and  VegetaHon,  216. 

Homer,  Rev.  Henry  Sacheverell,  his 
Essay  upon  the  ,  ,  ,  method  of 
ascertaining  the  ,  .  ,  shares  of  pro- 
prietors upon  the  indosure  of 
Common  flelds,  249,  303. 

Honey,  18. 


"Hooked  "  land,  248. 

Hooker,  Richard,  26. 

Hope,  Mr.,  of  Rankeillor,  173. 

de  t'Hdpital,  Michel,  90. 

Hops,  92,  108;  diseases  of,  386; 
spread  of,  136,  193. 

Horn-shavings,  as  manure,  110,  366. 

"Home  and  Thome  shall  make 
England  forlome,"  63. 

"  Horse-bread,"  84. 

Horse-hoes,  369. 

Horses,  in  1837,  366  ;  in  seventeenth 
century,  106,  183 ;  Bakewell  and 
the  Black  Horse,  183  ;  Fitzherbert 
on,  96  ;  the  Great  Horse,  12,  181 ; 
harnessed  by  the  tail  in  Ireland, 
109;  Hartlib's  remedy  for,  112; 
horse-dealing  in  the  seventeenth 
century,  106  ;  Markham  on,  137  ; 
Midland  horses,  184  ;  Mortimer  on, 
137 ;  and  oxen,  13 ;  in  Shake- 
speare, 181,  182  ;  Suffolk  Punch, 
the,  193,  366  ;  Stewart  writers  on, 
106,  106 ;  tax  on  agricultural 
horses,  321 ;  varieties  of,  137,  181 
seq.,  366. 

Hosebonderie,  8,  12,  14,  17,  419. 

Houghton,  John,  his  Collection  of 
Liters,  133, 430 ;  on  potatoes,  136  ; 
on  turnips,  134,  136,  166. 

Houghton,  Michael,  grows  turnips  at 
Hawstead  in  1700,  136. 

Howberry  Farm,  170. 

Howe  (Hertfordshire  fanner)  and 
Cromwell,  191. 

Hewlett,  Rev.  John,  his  Enquiry  into 
the  Influence  of  Enclosures  upon  the 
population,  299,  303,  307;  his 
Enclosures  a  cause  of  Improved 
Agriculture,  303. 

**  Hubback,"  Mr.  Ceilings*  bull,  188. 

Hughes,  William,  his  Compleat  Vine- 
yard,  his  Flower  Oarden  and  Com- 
pleat Vineyard,  136,  428. 

Hull,  163,  276,  277,  278,  280. 

Humber,  estuary  of  the,  114  ;  cattle 
on,  180 ;  connection  of,  with 
Sheffield,  277. 

Hundred  Years'  War,  the^  36. 

Hunmanby,  field  reeves  at,  224. 

Himter,  Alexander,  his  Gfeorgical 
Essays,  207. 

Huntingdonshire,  Report  on  (Stone), 
238,  244,  300;  (Parkinson),  244; 
derelict  land  in,  322  ;  industries  in, 
309. 

Huntley  Common,  230. 

*Huaband-land,  21. 

The  Husbandman,  Farmer  and  Oras- 
«er*«  Compleat  Instructor,  430. 

Hydrocyanic  acid  gas,  386. 
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Hyp  Dodor,  The,  173. 

Icknield  Street,  279. 

Idle,  the,  117,  276. 

Ilmmster,  doth  trade  at,  178. 

Importe,  statistics  of,  from  1866- 
1910,  462,  463. 

Impropriators,  lay,  339,  340. 

Improvement  of  Land  Act,  the,  of 
1899,  381. 

Improvers  in  the  Knowledge  of 
Agrioultore,  Society  of  (SooUand), 
173,  209. 

In-breeding,  386. 

Income,  of  the  nation  in  1688,  146. 

Incubators,  in  Stewart  times,  131. 

Individual  occupation  (and  see  Bn- 
eUmure),  69,  64,  103,  106,  162,  199, 
297,  303 ;  hampered  for  want  of 
capital,  etc.,  105. 

Industries,  migration  northwards, 
308;  local,  308,  309;  decay  of, 
309  ^e^. 

In-field  land,  in  Scotland,  160. 

Insleby,  C.  M.,  Shakeapeare  and  the 
incloBiire  of  common  fields  at  Wei- 
combe,  68. 

Infis,  25. 

Inland,  a  thane's,  336. 

"  Inning,"  88. 

Insects,  385,  386. 

Instruction,  technical,  under  Eliza- 
beth, 87. 

Insurance,  not  an  investment,  414; 
village  societies  for  National  Insur- 
ance, 417  ;  suggested  use  for  funds 
accumulating  in  the  Conunission- 
ers*  hands,  406. 

Intensive  cultivation,  401,  402. 

Ipswich,  Dairy  Institute  at,  390. 

Ireland,  ploughs  in,  109 ;  Irish  com 
after  1806,  319;  Representative 
Church  Body,  the,  403. 

Iron,  corrugated,  387. 

Ironworks  of  Surrey,  Sussex,  etc.,  1 10. 

Irwell,  the,  276. 

Isle  of  El^,  see  Ely. 

Isle  of  Wight,  enclosure  in,  60. 

IsUp,  235. 

Iter,  the  Roman,  279. 

Ivel,  agricultural  motors,  387. 

Jacob,  W.,  F.R.S.,  his  Inquiry  into 
the  caueee  of  Agricultural  Diatreea, 
320,  328. 

James  I.,  distress  under,  58;  agri- 
cultural progress,  103  eeq, ;  feudal 
dues  under,  141 ;  euid  horse-rcwing, 
183  ;  his  Arab  horses,  183. 

James,  William,  and  Jacob  Malcolm- 
son,  their  Biickinghamshiret  234. 


St.  John's  day,  6,  1 1. 

Johnson,  Rev.  A.  H.,  The  Dieappear- 
ance  of  the  Small  Landowner,  66,  75, 
292. 

Johnston,  James,  360,  366. 

Johnstone,  John,  his  Aoeounl  of  Mr. 
Joeeph  Elkingion's  Mode  of  Drain- 
ing, 363. 

K,  stallion  at  Dishley,  184. 

Kaanit,  366. 

Keal,  160. 

Kebbel,  T.  E.,  his  AgricUUural  Ldh- 
ourer,  470. 

Kendal,  "  statesmen  "  of,  296. 

Kenilworth,  horn  industry  at,  310. 

Kemiet's  Pairochial  Antiquities,  67. 

Kent,  Report  on  (Boys),  293  ;  plough 
in,  109  ;  industries  in,  309. 

Kent,  Nathaniel,  his  Norfolk,  239, 
305;  his  Hints  to  Gentlemen  of 
Landed  Property,  154,  303,  306; 
on  drainage,  155 ;  his  description 
of  the  Windsor  farm,  207. 

Kenyon,  Ruth,  translator  of  Has- 
bach's  EngUah  Agrieulturcd  Lab- 
ourer, 470. 

Kett's  rebellion,  48,  72,  96. 

Kettering,  worsted  industry  at,  310. 

Ketton  cattle,  187. 

Kew,  experiments  at,  387. 

Kidderminster,  carpet  industiy  at, 
311. 

Killingworth  Colliery,  Stephenson's 
engines  at,  353. 

King,  Gre^ry,  on  ground  game,  132, 
l£$ ;  his  StatistiGol  Account  of  the 
State  and  Condition  of  England  and 
Wales  in  1696, 145 ;  his  estimate  of 
barren  lands  in  1696,  152 ;  his 
estimate  of  population,  266 ;  his 
estimate  of  families,  status,  in- 
come, etc.,  for  1688,  453 ;  his 
Natural  and  Political  Observa^ons 
and  Conclusions  upon  the  State  and 
Condition  of  England,  1696,  455. 

King's  lock,  the,  257. 

King's  Sedgmoor,  232. 

Kirklevington,  Thomas  Bates  of, 
354. 

Knaptoft,  John  Moore,  miTiiafciw  of, 
125. 

Knapwell,  243. 

Knaresborough,  forest  of,  153; 
"  Blind  Jack  of,"  284. 

Knightley,  Sir  Charles,  his  Short- 
horns, 354. 

Kohl  rabi,  208. 

L.  J.,  his  Discourse  Concerning  .  .  . 
drayning  and  embanMng,  425. 
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Laboiureira,  agricultural,  oiroum- 
stanooB  of,  aa  compared  with 
artisanB,  414,  416 ;  condition  of, 
"^  from  1760  onward,  407  ;  from  1816 
onward,  407  ;  at  the  present  da^, 
406,  407,  411  tfe^.;  distreBS  m 
early  nineteenth  century,  327 ; 
extravagance  of,  347 ;  Federal 
Union,  the,  411 ;  foreocet  of  a 
possible  future,  416  ;  no  formula- 
tion of  general  aims  aa  yet,  411 ; 
most  important  of  the  three  agri- 
cultural classes,  411,  417  ;  paraded 
by  the  overseers,  328 ;  parlia- 
mentary franchise  obtained  by, 
411;  pauper  labour,  328;  the 
Agricultural  Labourers*  Union,  410. 

Labourers,  Statutes  of,  41,  61,  63. 

Labour  market,  the,  61,  62,  63,  67, 
72,  76;  under  Elizabeth,  86,  87, 
89;  in  eighteenth  century,  148, 
262 ;  in  nineteenth  century,  349  ; 
glutted  at  beginning  of  nineteenth 
century,  317. 

Labour  migrations,  300. 

Labour  rente,  7,  36,  39,  48. 

Lambert,  James,  his  Go/wi^brymarC9 
Treasure,  429. 

Tiammas  Day,  9,  14,  26. 

■Lasjunaa  Lands,  26. 

Lamond,  Miss  E.,  edits  Walter  of 
Heniey,  etc,,  419  ;  The  Compendioua 
ExamiruUion,  etc.,  420. 

Lamport,  W.,  Cursory  Remarks  on  the 
importance  of  AffricuUure,  303. 

Lancashire,  Report  on  (Holt),  296; 
potatoes  brought  to,  from  Ireland, 
136. 

Land,  acreage  under  various  crops  in 
1808,  466  ;  in  1866-1911,  464,  466  ; 
distribution  of,  in  1660,  140 ;  in 
1827,  466  ;  *'  fancy  "  value  of,  321, 
326  ;  free  emd  unfree,  6  ;  profit- 
able investment  at  end  of  eighteenth 
century,  213,  220  ;  suggested  sur- 
render of,  in  extinction  of  tithes, 
403  ;  of  England  and  Wales,  and 
its  products  m  1688,  466. 

"  Lands,"  24. 

Land  agents,  rise  of  the  profession, 
161. 

Landed  gentry,  141  seq. ;  becoming 
commercial,  144. 

Landmarks,  removal  of,  166. 

Landowners,  duties  of,  400 ;  common 
danger  confronts  to-day,  403 ; 
relations  with  tenants  in  1888,  394  ; 
in  1893,  381 ;  ruin  of,  in  1814-36, 
321  seq.,  326,  327  ;  supine  at  the 
present  day,  399,  400,  401  ;  far- 
mers as,  between  1813  and  1836, 


298 ;    plentiful  in  some  counties, 

293, 297  ;  small,  decline  in  numbers 

after  1689,  292 ;    at  present  day, 

396,  417. 
Land  shares,  24. 
Land  tax,  rejected  by  the  Restoration 

Parliament,  142. 
Langland,  William  (Piers  Plowman), 

49,  102,  166. 
Lantchetts,  24. 
"  Large  Letter,  The  "  (of  R.  Child), 

109,  116, 119, 124, 126, 180. 
Lark,  the,  116. 
Latimer,    Hugh,    62,    62,    73;     his 

sermons  against  commercial  land- 
owners, 144. 
Latimers,  the,  62,  296. 
*'  Launchers,"  24. 
Laurence,   Edward,   his   Duty  of  a 

Steward  to  his  Lord,  161,  167,  298  ; 

on  consolidation  of  farms,  298 ;  on 

cow-dunff  as  fuel,  198. 
Laurence,  Kev.  John,  164,  164 ;   his 

New  System  of  Agriculture,  161. 
Lauro,  Pietro,  translator  of  Columella, 

419. 
de  Laval  Separator,  the,  390. 
Lavenham  School,  196. 
de  Lavergne,  M.,  148. 
Law  Courts,  extended  jurisdiction  of, 

64  ;  venality  of,  69. 
Lawes,  Sir  John  Bennet,  217,  366, 

367,  371,  386. 
"  Lawns,"  24. 
Lawrence,  Anthony,  and  John  Beale, 

Nurseries,  Orchards,  Profitable  Qar- 

dens,  etc.,  429. 
Lawrence-Kennedy  Milking  McMhine, 

the,  388. 
Lawson,  William,  his  New  Orchard, 

180,  424. 
Lawsons,  the,  Peter  and  Charles,  219. 
Lea,  the,  276. 
Leadam,  J.  S.,  his  Domesday  of  In- 

closures,  61. 
Leaders,  lack  of,  139,  140. 
Leamington,  Congress  of  Agricultural 

Labourers*  Unions  at,  410. 
Leases,  in  the  eighteenth  century,  200, 

201 ;  at  its  close,  276 ;  distrust  of,  in 

early  nineteenth  century,  326,  348  ; 

under   Thomas    Coke,    219,    220; 

fines  for,  200, 201 ;  terms  of,  49, 69. 
Lease-mon£[er8,  73. 
Leatliam,  Isaac,  his  East  Riding  of 

Yorkshire,  224,  239. 
Leather,     home-tanned,     29 ;      the 

leather  tax,  321. 
"  Leazes,**  26. 

Lebotwood,  dye-works  at,  310. 
Lechlade,  a  port,  276. 
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LeoUiAnuMtead,    pariah    allowaaoea 

atoppea  at,  330. 
Lee,   Mev.    Joaeph,  hia    ECm^ta    roG 

*AypoO,  or  Vindicaiian  of  a  Regt^- 

laud  EncUmire,  125  §eq,,  156,  166, 

157,  164,  427. 
Leeda,  doUi  trade  of,  277. 
Lefeldt  Separator,  the,  390. 
Leioeatera  (aheep),  178. 
Leioeatenhire,  Report  on  (Pitt),  237  ; 


in,  363 ;  endoauie  in,  72, 
168 ;  iarminff  in  eighteenth  century, 
104 ;  land-holding  in,  104 ;  ita 
auperior  piga,  130. 

Leigh,  Vfllentine,  hia  Science  of 
Surveying,  422. 

Leominater  ore,  81,  08,  138. 

Leaage,  H.  J.,   on    Arthur    Young, 

Levant    or    Turkey  Company,   the, 

70. 
Level,  the  Great  (aee  Fens  and  Bed- 
ford Level), 
Lever,  Thomas,  his  aermona,  57. 
Leverington,  245. 
Levett,  John,  his  Orderinge   of  Bees, 

106,  425. 
Lexington,  3. 
Leyboum,  William,  hia  Planomeiria, 

426. 
Licenses,  from  the  lord  of  the  manor, 

10  ;  to  exp»ort  com,  257. 
Liebault,  Jean,  see  Estienne. 
von  Liebig,  Justus,  217,  360,  365  ;  his 

Organic  ChemisPry  in  its  IMation  to 

Agriculture,  366,  367. 
Lilbume,  Jolm,  110. 
Lime,    10,    107,    100,    366;     super- 
phosphate, 367. 
Lincofais  (aheep),  178. 
Linoohishire,  Keport  on  (Young),  223, 

239,  246 ;    (Stone),  238,  245,  246, 

247,248;  cattle  in,  230  ;  industries 

in,  309. 
Lincohishire  ox,  the,  180. 
Lindley,  Dr.  John,  361. 
Linseed,  368. 
Liquorice,  108,  136,  312. 
Littleton,  Sir  Thomas,  his  Tenures, 

420. 
Liverpool,  Lord,  and  the  wool  dutiea, 

180. 
"  Livings,"  21,  50. 
Llangattock,  out-door  relief  refused 

at,  330. 
Locke,  John,  on  high  rents,  213. 
Locust-pods,  368. 
Loders,  sail-cloth  industry  at,  312. 
Lodge,  see  PaUadius. 
Logan,  Captain  John,  his  Treatise  of 

Honor,  144. 


Logwood  milla  on  the  Wandle,  300. 

London,  importance  of,  aa  a  market, 
146  ;  population  of,  146 ;  Synod 
of,  in  044,  335 ;  Arthur  Young  in, 
105. 

Longhom  cattle,  180,  187. 

"  Loons,"  24. 

Lot-meadows,  in  Glouoestenhire,  230; 
in  Oxfordshire,  26. 

L<Mighborough,  176. 

Louth,  246. 

Lovell,  Capt.,  drains  the  Fena,  116. 

Lowe,  Robert,  hia  NotUnghamskirey 
237,  203. 

Lucerne,  110. 

Lu^,  the,  276. 

St.  Xuke*s  Day,  13. 

Lustrea,  80. 

Lynches,  2,  24,  28. 

Ljmcheta,  2. 

Lynn,  Arthur  Young  at,  106 ;  port 
of,  276 ;  export  of  com  from,  in 
eighteenth  century,  104  ;  no  wheat 
between  Lynn  and  Holkham,  218. 

Lynn  Law,  the,  117. 

Lyttelton,  Lord,  his  Considerations  on 
iKe  present  state  of  affairs,  262. 

M.  stamp  on  loaves,  451. 

M'Adam,  John  Loudon,  278,  284; 
hia  rivafary  with  Telford,  287; 
Surveyor-General  of  Roads  in 
Great  Britain,  287;  of  Bristol 
Roads,  287  ;  his  Practical  Bsaay  on 
.  .  .  Public  Roads,  287;  his  J2e- 
marks  on  the  present  system  of  Boad- 
making,  287. 

M'Donald,  Donald,  his  AgricuUuroil 
Writers,  410,  424,  425. 

fiface,  Thomas,  his  Discourse  .  .  .  con- 
cerning the  Highways  of  England, 
278,  286,  429. 

Machinery,  under  the  Stewarts,  131 ; 
at  end  of  the  eighteenth  century, 
208,  216;  at  beginning  of  the 
nineteenth  century,  356,  358 ;  in 
1840-53,  400;  bam  machinexy, 
370;  fostered  by  Royal  Agri- 
cultural Society,  360. 

Madder,  108,  136,  312. 

Magdalen  College,  Oxford  (Quinton), 
50. 

Magistrates,  extmided  jurisdiction  of, 
141 ;  bridge  rates  and,  281 ;  high- 
way rates,  284,  288 ;  waoea  fixed 
by,  54,  86,  87 ;  and  the  Asaiie  of 
Bread,  448. 

Maidstone,  paper  industry  at,  309. 

Maislen,  8. 

Maitland,  Prof.  F.  W.,  21,  22. 

Maiae,  265. 
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Malbie,  Nicholas,  hk  Plaine  and  Etuie 
vfay  to  remedie  a  horae,  eic.,  421. 

Mallett,  a  follower  of  Townshend,  176. 

Mangold- wunsel*  208,  219  ;  mangold 
fly,  the,  386. 

Mannyng,  Robert,  his  Handiyng 
Synne,  156. 

Manorial  system,  1  seq, ;  break-up  of, 
31  seq,,  214  ;  churohes,  336  ;  courts, 
q.v.  ;  roads  under  the,  280,  281. 

Manufactures,  development  of,  205, 
211   308. 

Manure,  10,  51,  94,  97,  104,  109,  174  ; 
artificial,  366  aeq, ;  1837-74,  365- 
368;  in  Essex,  192;  farmyard 
muck,  365 ;  Qooge  on,  100,  101 ;  in 
Hertfordshire,  191 ;  Sir  Hugh  Plat 
on,  100 ;  "  Muck  the  mother  of 
money,"  218 ;  in  Suffolk,  192 ;  a 
weed-carrier,  172. 

Manwood,  John,  his  Forest  Lciwe,  424. 

Market-Gardeners'  Compensation  Act, 
the  (1895),  381. 

Markham,  Gervase,  on  cattle,  138 ;  on 
sheep,  138 ;  on  pigs,  139 ;  his 
doubtful  reputation,  105 ;  under- 
takes to  write  no  more  books  on  the 
diseases  of  cattle,  etc.,  423 ;  lus 
Chea^  and  Oood  Husbandry,  137, 
422  ;  his  Country  Farm,  106,  422 ; 
his  Discourse  on  Horssmanshippe, 
105,  422 ;  his  English  Housewife, 
82,  105,  422  ;  his  Enrichment  of  the 
Weald  of  Kent,  94,  105,  423 ;  his 
Farewell  to  Husbandry,  105,  422 ; 
his  How  to  Chuse  Ride  Tra/yne,  etc,, 
106, 422  ;  his  other  works,  422, 423. 

Marl,  10,  31,  51,  94,  100,  109,  366; 
revived  by  Townshend,  174 ;  in 
Suffolk,  192. 

Marshall,  William,  382 ;  his  Abstract  of 
the  Reports  to  the  Board  of  Agriotd- 
ture,  308 ;  his  Appropriation  and 
Indosure,  etc.,  292 ;  his  General 
Survey  .  .  ,  of  the  Rural  Economy 
of  England,  196;  his  Midland 
Counties,  185,  292  ;  account  of  his 
work,  196,  197  ;  at  Dishley,  184  ; 
on  enclosure  in  Leicestershire,  168  ; 
on  the  Fen  lands,  244  ;  in  the  Vale 
of  Gloucester,  198 ;  on  Hereford- 
shire rocMls,  204 ;  on  Leicestershire 
roads,  203  ;  on  Lincolnshire  cattle, 
239  ;  on  '*  lynches,*'  2  ;  on  Oxford 
roads,  204  ;  on  the  Vale  of  Picker- 
ing, 200  ;  on  rams,  186  ;  on  roads 
in  the  eighteenth  century,  284  ;  on 
*' Terramania,"  292  ;  on  wUd  fiekl- 
grass  husbandry,  2  ;  on  Yorkshire 
m  1787,  201. 

Marsham,  240. 


Marston  Moor,  hunters  at  the  battle 
of,  104. 

Martens,  112. 

Mascall,  Leonard,  his  Booke  of  CatteU, 
105,  138  ;  his  Countryman's  Jewel, 
138  ;  his  Ordring  of  PouUry,  106  ; 
his  Book  of  ,  ,  ,  how  to  graff  and 
plant  aU  sortes  of  Trees,  421 ;  on 
pigs,  139  ;  on  sheep,  138  ;  on  soils, 
136. 

Mashelson,  8. 

Maslin,  8. 

Massinger,  Philip,  A  new  way  to  pay 
old  Debts,  63,  69. 

Massledine,  8. 

Mather,  William,  his  Repairing  of 
Highways,  430. 

Mathew,  fSrancis,  suggests  the  Thames 
and  Avon  Canal,  277 ;  his  Mediterr- 
anean Passage  by  Water  fromLondon 
to  Bristol,  277,  427  ;  his  Opening  of 
Rvversfor  Navigation,  277, 427  ;  his 
Mediterranean  Passage  ,..  be- 
tween .  .  .  Lynn  and  Yarmouth,. 
427. 

Maul,  a,  10. 

Maulden,  small  holdings  at,  415,  416. 

Mavor,  William,  his  Berkshire,  293. 

Maxey,  Edward,  his  New  Instruction 
of  Plowing,  etc.,  171,  424. 

Mead,  18. 

Meager,  Leonard,  his  English  Qar- 
dener,  429 ;  his  Mystery  of  Hus- 
bandry, 429. 

Meat,  dead,  importation  of,  after 
1877,  378. 

Mechi,  John  Joseph,  372. 

Meikle,  Andrew,  his  threshing- 
machine,  208. 

'*A  Member  of  the  Legislature,"  An 
Enquiry  into  the  Reasons  for  and 
against  Inclosing  the  Open  Fields^ 
303. 

Menai  Straits,  the,  and  Anglesey 
cattle,  179. 

Mendelism,  385. 

Mendip  HUls,  the,  in  the  eighteenth 
century,  154 ;  a  parsimonious- 
landlord,  248. 

Merchant  Adventurers,  the,  79. 

Meres,  24. 

Mersey,  the,  276,  278. 

Mersey  and  Trent  Canal,  the,  278. 

Merstham,  the  Surrey  Iron  Railway 
and,  352. 

Morula,  G.,  editor  of  Columella,  419. 

Mestilon,  8. 

Metayer,  the,  42. 

Metcalf,  John  (Blind  Jack  of  Knares- 
borouch),  284. 

Meteorology,  385. 
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Metheglyn,  18. 

Middle  class,  rise  of  the,  in  Tudor 
times,  85. 

Middle  horn  cattle,  179. 

Middlemen,  73,  266. 

Middlesex,  Report  on  (Middleton), 
222,  237  ;  (Foot),  237  ;  and  Hert- 
fordshire compared,  190,  191  ;  the 
richest  county,  146. 

Middleton,  John,  his  Middietex,  222, 
237. 

Migration  of  labour,  effected  by  the 
Labourers*  Union,  410. 

Milan  decree,  the,  270. 

MUdenhaU,  the,  116. 

MUdew,  109. 

Ifilee,  Abraham,  his  C<niniryman*9 
Friend,  etc.,  428. 

Military  tenure,  abolition  of,  141  seq. 

Milk,  of  ewes,  95,  202 ;  milch  cows, 
388 ;  milking  machines,  388 ; 
pedigree  milkers,  389 ;  milk  re- 
cords, 388,  389 ;  the  Sale  of  Milk 
Regulations,  388 ;  scarcer  in  vil- 
lages than  in  towns,  415;  wholesale 
trade  in,  312. 

Mills,  19,  29. 

Milton,  John,  his  tract  Of  BducaHon, 
addressed  to  Samuel  Hartlib,  108. 

Minster,  the  old,  336. 

Mirabeau,  and  Chiuoh  lands,  395. 

Miscellin,  8. 

Miztilio,  8. 

Moduses,  342. 

Moellenbrock,  V.  A.,  his  Cochlearia 
Curioea,  429. 

Mole,  mills  on  the,  309. 

Mole-heaps,  94. 

Molesworth,  Lord,  on  Tusser,  91. 

Monastic  establishments,  33,  67,  75 ; 
and  the  Danish  invasion,  334,  335 ; 
dissolution  of,  85,  89 ;  in  the  Fen 
lands,  116;  and  tithes,  333  seq. 

**  Monday  men,"  at  Castle  Combe, 
43. 

Monmouth's  rebellion,  140. 

Moor  evil,  the  (on  Otmoor),  236. 

Moore,  Adam,  his  Bread  for  the  Poor, 
etc.,  126  seq.,  427. 

Moore,  John,  minister  of  Knaptoft, 
his  Crying  Sin  of  England,  etc.,  125, 
427 ;  his  Scripture  word  against 
Indosure,  125. 

Moore,  Sir  Jonaa,  his  History  of  the 
Great  Level  of  the  Fennes,  1 16,  430  ; 
his  England's  Interest,  etc.,  430. 

Mops,  54,  88. 

More,  Sir  Thomas,  his  Utopia,  61, 
63,  68,  75,  420. 

Morfe  Common  (sheep),  178,  228. 

Morning  Chronicle,  The,  370. 


Mortimer,  John,  his   WhoU  Art  of 

Husbandry,  etc.,  131,  135,  137 ;  on 

cattle,  138,  180 ;    on  horses,  137 ; 

on  pigs,  139  ;  on  sheep,  138. 
Morton,  John,  Archbishop,  his  strsw- 

beiries,  116  ;  his  "  Learn/'  117. 
Morton,  John  Chalmers,  361. 
Mor3mon,  Vynea,  his  Itinerary  (1617), 

8,  9,  85. 
Mother  churches,  333,  336. 
Motors,  agricultural,  387. 
Mount     Prosperous,     Jethro     Tulles 

farm,  170. 
Muggs  (sheep),  from  Northumberland, 

178. 
Mulse  water,  18. 
Mundesley,  51. 

Murrain,  the,  16,  51,  53,  65,  73. 
Murray,  Adam,  his  Warwickshire^  236. 
Muscovite  Company,  the,  79. 
Musk-cats,  112. 
Mutton,  178,  189;  imports  of,  in  1882 

and  1899,  378. 

Naphthalene,  386. 

Napoleonic  wan,  268, 269  and  pcusim; 

effect  of,  on  trade,  etc.,  317  seq, 
Naseby  Field  in  1770,  198. 
National  debt,  the  (1792-1815),  316. 
National    expenditure,    (1792-1816), 

316;  (1782-1792),  321;  (1802-1812). 

391. 
National  income,  the,  in  1688,  145. 
Navy,  Maintenance  Act  of  1562,  258 ; 

contracts  in  1813,  319. 
Nene,  the,  116. 

Nettles,  linen  made  from,  29,  30. 
Neutral  ships,  com  in,  seized,  265. 
Newbury,  industries  at,  309,  310. 
NewcasUe,  Duke  of,  his  Methode  et 

Invention  Nouvelle  de  dresser  les 

Ohsvaux,  183,  427. 
Newfoundland,    nets   for,    made   in 

Dorsetshire,  312. 
Newington  Butts,  24. 
New  I^ioesters,  186. 
Newmarket,  races  at,  established  by 

Charles  L,  188. 
Newport,  Treaty  of,  142. 
Newspaper,  the  first  agricultural,  133. 
Newton,  Sir  Isaac,  107. 
New  Zealand  meat,  378. 
NichoUs,  Sir  Qeorae,  his  History  of  the 

English  Poor  Law,  266,  317 ;    his 

estimate  of  the  population,  266. 
Nineteenth  Century,  The,  for  April, 

1889,    article  on  An  Agricultural 

Department,  400. 
Noddel,  119. 
Norden,  John,  his  Essex  described,  97, 

423  ;   his  Surveyor's  Dialogue,  1 15, 
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423 ;  his  Speculum  Britanniae,  423 ; 
on  the  squatters,  126  ;  on  the  Vale 
of  Belvoir,  168;  on  the  Vale  of 
Taunton,  136. 

Norfolk,  Report  on  (Kent),  239,  306  ; 
(Young),  197,  293  ;  Defoe  on,  166  ; 
enclosure  in,  66,  216,  306  ;  estates 
of  all  sizes  in,  293 ;  farmer  in 
Devonshire,  202  ;  farming  in  eigh- 
teenth century,  194;  Kett's  re- 
bellion, 48,  72,  96 ;  Ught  lands  of 
Norfolk,  174,  373  ;  live-stock  sent 
to  Smithfield,  194  ;  MarshaU  on  the 
fanners  of,  193 ;  ploughing  in,  109 ; 
polled  cattle  of,  180;  turnips  in, 
166  ;  Tmts  and  executions  in  1814- 
16,  323  ;  Norfolk  exports  of  com, 
194. 

North  country,  the,  rise  of  industries 
in,  308. 

Northampton,  boot  industry  at,  310. 

Northamptonshire,  Report  on  (Don- 
aldson), 236,  244;  industries  in, 
310. 

Northumberland,  Report  on  (Bailey 
and  Culley),  177,  222,  226 ;  (and 
see  John  Grey  of  DUston). 

Norwich,  labour  statutes  at,  63; 
Icknield  Street,  279 ;  roads  near, 
279;  waste  land  near,  240; 
woollen  trade  at,  309. 

Nottingham,  industries  at,  310. 

Nottinghamshire,  Report  on  (Lowe), 
237,  293  ;  industries  in,  310. 

Notts  (sheep),  from  Devoniriiire,  178. 

Nourse,  l^oaothy,  his  C(»mpania 
Foelix,  150,  430. 

"  Nowe-a-dayes  "  (Ballad),  62. 

Oakingham  (Wokingham),  silk  in- 
dustry at,  310. 

Oats,  sown  with  barley,  9;  best 
sown  in  March,  109. 

Observations  on  a  PampkUi  entitled 
An  Enquiry  into  t?ie  Advantages  and 
Disadvantages  of  Enclosure,  303. 

Odams,  Mr.,  fertiliser,  367. 

Odiham,  Agricultural  Society  at,  209. 

Oenomel,  18. 

Offlander,  Sir  John,  his  Memoirs,  83. 

Ou,  from  nuts,  18  ;  from  turnips.  111; 
from  cole-seed,  131. 

Oil  cake,  218. 

An  Old  Almanack  .  .  .  printed  in 
1710,  quoted,  160. 

Ombersley,  276. 

Onions,  102. 

Open-field  system,  the,  224  «eg.,  23 
seq,,  61,  63  ;  in  1700,  164  ;  in  1726, 
164  ;  in  1837,  364  ;  Arthur  Young 
on,  199 ;  break-up  of,  149  seq. ;  in 


Buckinghamshire,  voluntary  agree- 
ments udl,  162 ;  crops  under,  92, 
93,  97,  166,  199 ;  decline  of,  103 ; 
disadvantages  of,  166  seq,,  224  seq., 
199;  economics  of,  122,  132,  134; 
enclosures  and,  71, 97, 99;  enclosure 
strengthens,  56  ;  enclosure  of  waste 
affects,  166 ;  exhaustion  imder, 
166  ;  extinction  of,  291 ;  fanners 
different  from  enclosure  fanners, 
222 ;  Fen  lands,  analogy  with,  118 
seq. ;  Goths  and  Vandals  of,  222  ; 
herdsmen,  payment  to,  66 ; 
nuinure,  lack  of,  66  ;  sheep  on,  96, 
166. 

Opium,  taken  for  ague  in  the  Fen 
lands,  246. 

Oratories,  336,  336. 

Orchards,  106. 

Ormerod,  Eleanor,  386. 

Osborne,  royal  farm  at,  360. 

Otmoor,  236. 

Ouse,  the  Great,  1 16,  276 ;  the  Lesser, 
116. 

Out-door  relief,  see  Poor  Laws. 

Out-field  land,  in  Scotland,  160. 

Ovens,  of  the  lord  of  the  manor,  19  ; 
village,  29. 

Overend  and  Gumey,  failure  of,  374. 

Ownership,  the  incentive  of,  416 ; 
can  it  be  established  on  a  more 
democratic  basis,  417;  a  vital 
principle,  417. 

Owse,  109. 

Oxen,  dead-weight  of,  98 ;  used  for 
ploughs,  13, 92, 202, 364  ;  Hartlib's 
remedy  for  colic  in.  111 ;  the 
Durhsjn  ox,  188 ;  the  Lincoln- 
shire ox,  180,  181. 

Oxford,  Roved  Agricultural  Society's 
show  at,  m  1839,  369. 

Oxfordshire,  Report  on  (Young),  222  ; 
(Davis),  234,  293 ;  industries  in, 
310. 

Ox-gang,  broad,  21 ;  narrow,  22. 

Pack-saddles,  204. 
Paddle-plough,  for  potatoes,  369. 
Page,  T.  W.,  T?te  End  of  Villeinage  in 

England,  23,  40. 
Palavicino,  Sir  Horatio,  114. 
Palissy,  Bernard,  89. 
Palladius,  on  draining,  10;    rhymed 

versionof,  33,  419;  99. 
Palliards,  76. 

Palmer,  John,  his  mail-coaches,  284. 
Pfiuiic,  agricultural,  371 ;    financial, 

212,  374,  376. 
Paper  money,  211 ;    destroyed,  212, 

213. 
Parham's  ploughs,  104. 
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laod,  107. 
Paris  green,  386. 

Parish  allowances,  see  Poor  Loud; 
Parish  church,  primA  faoU  entitled  to 

tithes,  338. 
Parish  farms  and  cdlotments,  408. 
Parkes,  Josiah,  his  mode  of  draining, 

364. 
Parkinson,  Richard,  his  HunHngdcm- 

shire,  244. 
Parliament,     and     enclosure,      60 ; 

Government  controlled   by,    141 ; 

and  Charles  II.,  141. 
Parr,   Dr.   Samuel,   attends    Davy's 

lectures,  216. 
Parret,  the,  232,  276. 
Parson's  Acre,  26. 
Parson's  Close,  26. 
Parson  Drove,  245. 
Parson's  Green,  George  II.  upset  near, 

283. 
Patiageforci,  the,  397. 
Partnerships,  agricultural,  3, 7, 20, 23, 

28,  36,  38,  56,  58,  105,  132,  154. 
Partridge,    John,    his    Treaturie    of 

Commodious  ConcerUs,  106,  422. 
Paston  Letters,  the,  51. 
Pastons,  the,  51. 
Pasture  (and  see  Cofmnon  Pcuiures), 

separated  from  tillage,  3  ;  restored 

to  tillage  in  Tudor  times,  60,  61 ; 

pasture-area  in  1871  and  1001,  378  ; 

miproved  treatment  of,  384. 
Patents,  agricultural,  104  ;  paucity  of 

under    the    Commonwealth,    105 ; 

numerous  between  1780  and  1816, 

208. 
Paulet,   Mrs.    of   Wymondham,   her 

Stilton  cheeses,  187. 
"  Pauls,"  24. 
St.    Paul's    Cathedral,    chapter    of, 

services  on  their  manors,  1 1. 
Pauperism,    voluntary,     329,     330; 

pauper  labour,  329. 
P^s  de  Caux,  the,  5. 
"  iPeace    and    Plenty,"    a    mockery, 

317. 
Peacocks,  17. 

Pearce,  William,  his  Berkshire,  234. 
Peasant  homes,  5. 
Peasant  proprietors,  396,   397   (and 

see    Small    Holdings,    and    Land- 
owners, small) ;  demanded  by  the 

Labourers'  Union,  410. 
Peasants'  Rising,  the,  of  1381,  42. 
Peck  loaf,  the,  450. 
Pedigree  com,  354. 
Pedlars,  76,  284. 
Peel,  Sir  Robert,   and    tithes,    344, 

345. 
Pell,  Albert,  his  Reminiscsnees,  405. 
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Pennington,  W.,  his  Rtfieotions  on  In- 
closing Large  Commons  and  Common 
Fields,  303. 

Peony  seed,  adulteration  with,  19. 

Pepys,  Samuel,  on  the  n^lect  of 
agriculture,  105. 

Peruvian  guano,  366. 

Peterborough  Fen,  243,  244. 

Petersen  S^uator,  the,  390. 

Petty,  Sir  William,  his  Essasfs  in 
Poimeal  Arithmetic,  143. 

Petworth,  Lord  Egremont  at,  207 ; 
sheep-shearings  at,  221. 
Philo-AngUous,"  his  Bread  for  the 
Poor,  429. 

Philotheos   Physiologus,"    pseodo- 
nym.  of  Thomas  Tryon,  430. 

Pickering,  Vale  of,  in  1787,  200,  292. 

PiMS  Plowman,  see  Wilttam  Langland, 

Pigeons,  18. 

Pightels,  25. 

Pi^,  colours  of,  139 ;  Leioestershire, 
139,  168;  Bfarkham  on,  139; 
Mascallon,  139  ;  Mortimer  on,  139 ; 
in  1837,  354. 

Pilgrim  Fathers,  the,  3. 

Pillo^,  the,  19. 

The  Pioneers  and  Progress  of  Xn^ish 
Farming,  393  seq. 

Pitt,  William,  his  Leicestershire,  237  ; 
his  Staffordshire,  227,  294. 

A  Plan  for  relieving  the  Rates  6y 
Cottage  Acres,  298. 

Plat,  Sir  Hugh,  his  Arte  of  setting  of 
Come,  101,  423 ;  his  Jewei  House 
of  Art  and  Nature,  100,  423 ;  his 
other  works,  423  ;  his  farm  at  Su 
Alban's,  101 ;  on  fattening  poultry, 
106;  mechanical  sowing*  171. 

"  Plate-layers,"  351. 

Plattes,  Gabriel,  his  Discovery  of 
Infinite  Treasure,  etc.,  123, 425 ;  his 
ouier  works,  425  ;  on  the  Vale  of 
Belvoir,  136;  his  meehanical  sower, 
104,  107,  131,  171;  possible  author 
of  Hartlib's  Essay  for  Advance- 
ment of  Husbemdry-Leaming,  426; 
his  death,  107,  112. 

Playfair,  Lord,  editor  of  liebig's 
Organic  Chemistry  in  its  appKca- 
tians  to  Agriculture,  366. 

The  Pleasant  Land  ofFranee^  397. 

Pleuro-pneumonia,  372,  376. 

Plot,  Robert,  his  Natural  History  of 
Oxfordshire,  10,  430. 

Ploughs,  cumbersome,  109;  double- 
furrowed,  109,  131 ;  in  Gloucester- 
shire,  203;  in  Middlesex,  203; 
Norfolk  ploufffas,  202, 208;  "paddle- 
ploughs  for  potatoes,  369; 
Kotherham    plou^,    202,    208; 
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pariah  ploughs,  199 ;  paring 
ploiighs,  115;  Small*8  ploughs, 
202,  208;  steam  ploughs,  369; 
in  Suffolk,  193 ;  in  Tudor  times, 
91,  92  ;  in  1837,  366,  369. 

Plough-lands,  21. 

Plough  teams,  manoricd,  21 ;  under 
Elizabeth,  92 ;  in  Kent  under 
Cromwell,  202. 

Plumstead  Marshes,  embankment  of, 
116. 

Plymley,  Joseph,  his  Shrt>pshire,  294. 

Polders,  114. 

Pole,  length  of  the,  in  Hampshire  and 
Cheshire,  24. 

A  Political  Enquiry  into  the  Con- 
sequences of  Enclosing  Wcute  Lands, 
etc.,  303. 

Politics,  agitation  in  1888  and  1912, 
394 ;  agricultural  labourers  and, 
406,  411,  412  I  included  in  pro- 
gramme of  Labourers*  Union,  410  ; 
landowner  impoverished  by  the 
State,  402 ;  outlook  in  1888  and 
1912,  398. 

Polo,  the  Polo  Pony  Society,  384. 

Pomeroy,  William  Thomas,  his  Wor- 
cestershire, 229. 

Pontefract,  liquorice  grown  at,  136. 

Poor  Laws,  Extrods  from  the  Infor- 
meOion  received  by  H,M,  Com- 
missioners as  to  the  .  ,  ,  operation 
of  the  Poor  Laws,  330,  437  ;  Report 
on  the,  of  1834,  329,  437. 

Poor  Laws,  the.  Act  of  1388,  432  ;  of 
1603,  432 ;  of  1630,  74,  432  ;  of 
1636,  74,  432  ;  of  1547,  432,  434  ; 
of  1549,  432;  of  1672,  432;  of 
1576,  432,  434  ;  of  1697,  432,  434  ; 
of  1601,  433,  434 ;  of  1662,  434 ; 
of  1691,  436 ;  of  1722,  435,  436 ; 
of  1776, 436 ;  of  1782, 436 ;  of  1796, 

436  ;  of  1796,  436  ;  of  1816,  436  ; 
of  1834,  326,  330,  349,  407,  408, 

437  ;  of  1840,  433  ;  under  Richard 
IL,  432  ;  Henry  VII.,  431  ;  Henry 
Vin.,  74,  432 ;  Edward  VI.,  432, 
434  ;  Ehzabeth,  432  seq.  ;  Charles 
II.,  434  ;  WilHam  and  Mary,  436  : 
George  I.,  148,  435,  436 ;  George 
ni.,  433,  435  seq. ;  William  IV., 
437;  Victoria,  433,  438;  able- 
bodied  vagrants,  74,  432,  436; 
administration  of,  in  1813-34,  328  ; 
agriculturists,  a  serious  cheuige  for, 
432 ;  allowances,  Berkshire  scale 
of,  327,  436;  almshouses,  435; 
annual  value,  basis  of  Poor  Rates, 
431 ;  assessment  of  1834,  431  ; 
bastardy,  the  law  of,  and,  329,  437  ; 
Berkshire  scale  of  aJlowances,  327, 


436 ;     Board,   the   Poor   Law,   of 
1847,   437,   438;    classification  of 

gaupers,  433 ;  collectors,  432 ; 
bmmission  of  Inquiry,  the,  in 
1832,  330,  436;  Commissioners, 
three  appointed  in  1834,  437 ; 
Committees,  Select,  of  1817,  436 ; 
of  1820,  1821,  1822,  1833  and 
1836,  324,  3^6;  Coode,  G.,  his 
Report  in  1851,  434 ;  Correction, 
Houses  of,  432,  434,  436 ;  Crown, 
subsidies  for,  431 ;  depression  of 
1813-36,  436;  difficulties  accen- 
tuated b^  increased  mendicancy 
and  by  mdustrial  changes,  434 ; 
distress  made  applicable  to  Poor 
Rates,  433  ;  Earby,  Sir  Anthonv, 
his  case,  433 ;  estimate  of  idle 
vagrants,  in  1606,  434 ;  expendi- 
ture under,  in  1776,  435 ;  in  1783 
and  1815,  316,  317  ;  in  1818,  317  ; 
in  1832,  331 ;  in  1837,  326,  327 ; 
fcur  wage,  a,  436  ;  feuded  tenures, 
occasionally  the  oriffin  of  Poor 
Rates,  431 ;  Friendly  Societies, 
436  ;  Gilbert's  Act,  327,  436,  437  ; 
Guardieuis,  436  ;  inadequacy  of  the 
voluntcuy  principle,  432 ;  income 
tax,  a  moral,  432;  industrial 
invention  and,  436 ;  inquisition 
of,  1334,  the,  431 ;  Justices,  to 
supervise  administration,  432,  436  ; 
under  Act  of  1691,  436 ;  labour, 
mobility  of,  restricted,  434  ;  labour 
test,  the,  434 ;  laxity  of  Poor  Laws 
under  Georee  III.,  433,  436 ;  lia- 
bihty,  based  on  ability  to  pay,  433  ; 
national  taxes  raised  by  local 
rates,  431 ;  origin  of  rates,  431 ; 
optional  charity  becomes  com- 
pulsory almsgiving  emd  finally 
local  taxation,  432  ;  out-relief,  327, 
331,  407,  408,  436 ;  refused  in  four 
parishes,  330  ;  overseers,  433,  436, 
436 ;  personalty,  relieved  from 
rates  by  Act  of  1840,  433  ;  popu- 
lation, growth  of,  and,  436  ;  prices, 
rise  of,  in  1765-74,  436  ;  in  1796-6, 
436 ;  railways  and,  408 ;  rates, 
in  mediaevcJ  times,  431  ;  1782- 
1792,  321 ;  in  1812,  321 ;  in  1832, 
360  ;  in  1837,  360  ;  at  Coggeshall, 
308;  at  Stroud,  311;  parish 
allowances,  329  ;  abolished,  331 ; 
riots  in  favour  of,  330 ;  records  of 
farms  and  houses,  431  ;  relaxation 
of  original  principles  in  1796-1834, 
433  ;  relief  in  kind,  437  ;  relieving 
officers,  437  ;  removal  of  paupers, 
434,  435,  436 ;  rental  value,  the 
measure   of  liability,   433 ;     rent. 
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relieved  of  liability,  433  ;  none  to 
be  paid  as  out-relief,  437  ;  report  of 
1834,  329,  431 ;  of  1842-3,  408  ;  of 
1861,  434;  Savings  Banks,  436; 
Settlement,  the  law  of,  432,  434 
9eq.  ;  in  1388,  432  ;  in  1795,  436  ; 
Speenhamland  Act,  the,  436 ; 
Stanleye's  Remedy,  434;  support 
of  the  poor,  distinguished  from  cost 
of  administration,  432;  "Tenths 
and  Fifteenths,"  431 ;  tests,  desti- 
tution, 435;  labour,  434;  settle- 
ment, 434  ;  workhouse,  435  ; 
abolished,  436  ;  revived,  331,  408, 
437;  Unions,  435,  437;  validi 
medieonies,  74,  432,  434,  436; 
voluntary  pauperism,  435 ;  wages 
supplemented  irom  the  Poor  Rates, 
327,  328,  407  ;  wars,  of  1756-63, 
435;  of  1774-83,  435;  wheat, 
price  of,  1755-64,  435;  1765-74, 
435  ;  work  to  be  provided  for  able- 
bodied  poor,  in  1547,  1576,  1597, 
and  1601,  434  ;  in  1782,  435. 

"  Poor  Tom,"  76. 

Pope,  Alexander,  "among  the 
cabbages,"  173;  on  "Turnip" 
Townsnend,  175. 

Population,  agricultural,  census 
returns  of,  394,  (emd  Appendix 
Vn.);  in  1888  and  1912,  399; 
oensus  of  1801  and  1811,  266; 
oom-consumption  of,  266,  267 ; 
of  home-grown  and  foreign  wheat, 
272  ;  enclosure  and,  60,  290  eeq. ; 
growth  of  in  eighteenth  century, 
266,  435;  in  1792  and  1815,  316; 
of  London,  146  ;  status  of  (King's 
estimates),  in  1688,  146  ;  estimates 
of,  by  Pinlaison,  King,  Smith, 
NichoUs,  and  Porter,  266  ;  Malthus, 
397. 

Portbury,  Lord  Berkeley  at,  32. 

Porter,  George  Richardson,  a  Free 
Trader,  214,  272,  273  ;  his  estimate 
of  the  population,  266 ;  compari- 
son between  increase  of  population 
and  amount  of  home-grown  wheat, 
272;  on  importation  of  wheat, 
214 ;  his  Progress  of  the  NaHon, 
214,  266,  272,  316,  317. 

Portman,  Lord,  and  tenant-right  in 
1843,  404. 

Portsmouth,  price  of  wheat  at,  in 
1813,  319. 

Potash,  muriate  of,  366. 

Potatoes,  failure  of,  in  1812,  265  ;  in 
1816,  323 ;  in  1877,  376 ;  potato 
famine  of  1845-6,  274,  371;  a 
fann  crop,  104,  108,  131,  135,  219, 
265 ;  on  fen  land,  131  ;   on  open- 
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fields,  not  possible,  122  ;  eaten  with 
butter  and  sugar,  135 ;  potato 
harvester,  the,  387  ;  paddle-ploogfa 
for,  369;  at  Holkham,  220;  in 
Lancashire,  194;  in  Shakespeare, 
102  ;  varieties  of,  108. 
Potts,"  204. 

Poultry,  17,  106 ;  modem  develop- 
ment of  poultry  farming,  383, 
384. 

Pound,  the,  19. 

Poverty,  the  problem  of,  in  the 
sixteenth  century,  73,  74 ;  (and  see 
Appendix  II.). 

Powell,  Robert,  his  Depopulaiion 
Arraigned,  425. 

Power  presses,  387. 

"  Practice  with  Science,"  348,  361. 

Pratte,  William,  99. 

Prescriptive  rights,  rum  tfoknt  oonira 
remjnibUcam,  400» 

Preston,  R.,  M.P.,  his  Review  of  the 
present  Ruined  Condition  of  the 
Landed  and  AgricuUtiral  Interests, 
319,  323,  328  ;  his  Further  Ohserva- 
turns  <m  the  State  of  the  Nation,  319, 
323. 

Preston,  on  the  Ribble,  277. 

Price,  John,  his  Herefords,  354. 

Price,  Richiard,  his  Observations  on 
Reversionary  Payments,  etc.,  3(^. 

Prickly  oomfiey,  208. 

"  Priggers,"  76. 

Pringle,  Andrew,  his  Westmoreland, 
295. 

Pringle,  Mr.,  introduces  drilling  at 
Coldstieam,  176,  177. 

Prized  loaves,  450. 

Proclamation,  Royal,  of  1349, 41, 53. 

Property  Tax,  the,  321 ;  for  1814, 
321. 

Protection,  small  progress  under,  370 ; 
farmers  reliance  on,  349 ;    led  to 

ribling  in  land,  371  ;  can  never 
revived  so  as  to  help  corn- 
growers,  383. 

Protestants,  settled  in  the  Fens,  119. 

Prussia,  puts  a  heavy  export  duty  on 
com,  270. 

"  Pseudomisius,"  427. 

Public  duties  of  landowners,  400. 

Purchase  by  tenant,  the  leaser  of  two 
evils,  402;  loans  from  the  State 
for,  406 ;  by  public  bodies,  tithe 
redemption  and,  403. 

Puidy ,  iYederiok,  pimer  in  the  Journal 
of  the  Statistiaa  Society,  for  I860, 
470. 

Purification,  Feast  of  the,  9. 

Purveyemoe  and  pre-emption,  sur- 
rendered by  the  Crown,  142. 
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Pusev,  Philip,  359,  363 ;  and  tenant- 
right,  in  1847,  404,  405. 

Putnam,  Miss,  her  Enforcement  of  the 
Statutes  of  Lcibourers,  42. 

"  PykeB,"  26. 

Quantock  HillB,  the,  in  the  eighteenth 

century,  154. 
Quartly,  Francis,  his  North  Devons, 

354. 
Quassia,  386. 
Quayle,  Thomas,  his  Channel  Islands, 

225. 
Quinces,  136. 
Quinton,  the  Vicar  of,  his  letter  to 

Magdalen  College,  50. 
Quit-rents  at  Berkeley,  45. 

Rabbits,  18 ;  Adolphus  Speed  on, 
111 ;  Gregory  King  on,  132,  145. 

Rabelais,  34,  98. 

Rail-ways,  350  seq. ;  laid  by  Canal 
Companies,  351 ;  the  Surrey  Iron 
Rail-way,  352. 

Railways,  350 ;  only  took  goods  at 
first,  353  ;  collapse  in  1845-7,  371 ; 
development  o^  in  America  and 
Germany,  375 ;  Liverpool  and 
Manchester,  350,  353  ;  London  and 
Birmingham,  350;  Poor  Rates 
relieved  by,  408 ;  Railway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Act  of  1888»  379; 
railwav  mania,  the,  371 ;  rendered 
possible  the  improvements  of  1837- 
74,  362  ;  Stockton  and  Darlington, 
350,  352,  353. 

Raines,  24. 

Rainhill,  locomotive  trials  at,  353. 

Raleigh,  a  "  free-trader,"  72  ;  fond 
of  gardening,  101. 

Rconsey,  his  patent  machine  sower, 
104. 

Ramsey  monastery,  116. 

Rankeulor,  Mr.  Hope  of,  173. 

Rape,  in  Cleves,  100;   108,  136. 

Rape  dust,  366. 

Raps,  24. 

Rathbome,  Aaron,  his  Surveyor,  424. 

Ray,  John,  his  CaUdoqus  Plantarum 
Angliae,  134,  429 ;  his  Select  Re- 
mains, 160. 

Raynham,  172, 173. 

Rea,  John,  his  Flora,  428. 

Reade,  John,  his  drain-pipe,  364. 

Reapers,  12. 

Reaping  machines,  first  mention 
of,  99,  131 ;  the  Beverley,  358 ; 
present  day,  387. 

Rebecca  riots,  the,  282. 

Records,  of  milk,  388,  389 ;  of  con- 
dition   of    farm,    optional,    406 ; 


of  farms  and  houses  in  connection 
with  Poor  Rates,  431. 

Rectors,  lay,  340. 

Rectories,  340. 

Redwater,  386. 

Reeve,  Gabriel,  appropriates  Sir  R. 
Weston's  Discours,  108,  429;  on 
turnips,  134. 

Reeves,  8 ;  at  Berkeley,  46 ;  field- 
reeves,  under  Enclosure  Act  of 
1773,  224  ;  at  Wilburton,  245. 

Reformation,  the,  and  parochial 
organisation,  340. 

R^nstry  of  land,  suggested  by 
Yarranton,  131. 

Renting,  256,  264. 

Rems,  24. 

Remedies,  in  Stewart  times.  111,  112. 

Remnant,  Richard,  his  Discourse  on 
Bees,  425. 

Rent,  55;  in  1806  and  1814,  324; 
in  1860,  371;  in  1870,  375;  in 
1880-4,  377  ;  exorbitant,  69,  70,  71, 
73  ;  Locke  on,  213  ;  readjustment 
of  in  1836,  325  ;  reductions  of,  in 
1814-16,  324;  Ricardo  on,  210: 
payment  of,  in  produce,  17,  18; 
and  the  price  of  com,  210 ;  and 
tenant-right,  406. 

Report  on  the  Cattle  Plague,  1865-7, 
372. 

Reports  to  Board  of  Agriculture,  284, 
292,  306,  370 ;  Eastern  and  North- 
eastern district,  238  seq,,  292  ;  the 
Fen  district,  243  seq. ;  Marshall's 
abstract  of,  307  ;  North  cuid  North- 
western district,  226  seq,,  294 ; 
South-eastern  and  Midland  district, 
234  seq,,  293;  on  tithes  in  kind, 
341  ;  on  wages,  313 ;  West  Mid- 
land and  South-western  district, 
228  seq,,  294;  (and  see  under  each 
county). 

Restoration,  the,  distribution  of  land 
at,  140  ;  fiscal  changes  at,  141, 142. 

Reyce,  Robert,  his  Breviary  of  Suffolk, 
192,  424  ;   on  "  milchkine,'*  193. 

Rham,  Rev.  William  Lewis,  360. 

Ricardo,  David,  on  rent  and  the 
price  of  com,  210. 

Rice,  265. 

Richard  II.,  legislates  against  beggars, 
75  ;  horse-breeding  under,  181. 

Richard  III.,  rural  exodus  under,  60. 

Richardson,  W.,  On  Famine  and  the 
Poor  Laws,  320. 

"  Richmond  Commission,  the,"  ( 1879- 
1882),  377,  378,  380,  410. 

Ricks,  94. 

Ri^by,  Dr.  Edward,  his  Holkham  and 
Us  Agriculture,  217. 
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S,  Mr.  J.  M.,  on  Fitsherbert,  90. 

Rigs,  24. 

Rindeipest,  the,  372. 

Riots,  the  **  Rebecca,"  282  ;  of  1830- 
31,  325,  330. 

Ripple,  229. 

RoaidB  (and  see  Highways  and  Turn- 
pike), 132;  in  Cambridgeshire, 
244;  in  Devonshire,  204 ;  in  Essex, 
192;  in  Hertfordshire,  190;  in  Ire- 
land, 286  ;  in  Lancashire,  203  ;  in 
Leicestershire,  204 ;  in  Bfiddlesex, 
190  ;  at  Newport,  203  ;  in  Norfolk, 
279 ;  in  the  North,  203  ;  in  Oxford- 
shire, 204;  in  Scotland,  286;  in 
Suffolk,  192  ;  in  the  Weald  of  Kent, 
281  ;  in  Wiltshire,  233  ;  by-roads, 
280 ;  Commissioners  in  Scotland, 
286  ;  from  Glasgow  to  Carlisle,  287; 
the  Great  North  Road,  282  ;  from 
Shrewsbury  to  Bangor,  284 ;  to 
Holyhead,  287  ;  repair  of,  285 ;  a 
religious  duty,  280 ;  road-rate  in 
1812,  321;  Roman  roads,  279; 
under  the  nuinoricd  system,  280, 
281  ;  in  Tudor  times,  281  ;  under 
Charles  II.,  283  ;  under  George  II., 
283  ;  in  1770,  203  ;  at  beginning  of 
the  nineteenth  century,  285. 

Robinson,  Ralph,  shepherd  to  George 
III.  at  Windsor,  196. 

Robson,  James,  of  Belford,  his 
Cheviots,  354. 

Robynson,  Ralph,  translator  of 
Utopia,  420. 

'*  Rocket,  the,"  353. 

Rockingham,  Lord,  207. 

Rodomel,  18. 

Rogation  week,  6. 

Rogers,  Thorold,  his  Six  CerUuriea  of 
Work  and  Wages,  14. 

Rogues  and  vagabonds,  74,  76. 

RoUright,  Fowler  at,  187. 

Roman  Catholicism,  and  agrarian  dis- 
content, 58. 

Romney  Marsh  (sheep),  178. 

Rooks,  93. 

Roses,  Wars  of  the,  48,  50,  57,  75. 

Roesendale,  153. 

Roston  Common,  227. 

Rot,  the,  15 ;  in  1735,  149 ;  in  1830- 
31,  325  ;  in  1879,  376  ;  in  Bedford- 
shire, 241 ;  in  Cambridgeehire, 
242 ;  in  Cumberland,  227 ;  in 
Gloucestershire,  230/;  in  Oxford- 
shire, 235,  236  ;  on  commons,  128, 
156  ;  remedies  for,  Hartlib*8,  111  ; 
Thomas  Tryon's,  134. 

Rothamsted,  172,  366,  383,  385. 

Rothes,  Earl  of,  grows  turnips  in 
1716.  160. 


Rothschild,  Lovdy  his  w«ilfci»g  herds, 
389. 

Roundsmen,  329. 

Rous*  John  ( 141 1-91),  Historia  lUgum 
Angliae,  60,  66. 

R<^,  William,  his  Rede  me  and  be  noU 
Wroihe,  63. 

Royal  Agricultural  Society,  the,  369 
seq. ;  its  foundation,  aims  and 
methods,  359;  its  Journal,  359, 
370 ;  its  show  at  Gloucester  in 
1853,  369 ;  at  Oxford  in  1839,  369. 

Royal  Agricultural  Benevolent  Insti- 
tution, the,  394. 

Royal  Chemical  Society,  the,  366. 

Royal  Society,  the,  131. 

Rudge,  Thomas,  his  Ghuoesiershirej 
231,294,311. 

RufHer,  the,  76. 

Ruscam,  Richard,  editor  of  Leonard 
MaseaU,  136,  421. 

Rusden,  Moses,  his  Further 
o/Bee«,  430. 

Rush-bearings,  6. 

Russell,  Loid  John,  and  tithes,  344, 
345. 

Russia,  Emperor  of,  at  Holkfaam, 
221 ;  hostility  of,  in  1800,  270. 

Russo-Turkish  War,  the,  in  1877,  376. 

Rye,  sown  with  wheat,  8,  93. 

Ryeland  wool,  80,  98,  178. 

S.   A.,  author  of  The  Husbandman 

Farmer    and    Qrasier*s    Compleat 

Instructor,  430. 
S.  W.,  gentleman,  author  of  The  Com- 

pendtous  Examinaiion,  70,  420. 
Sables,  U2. 
Saffron,  108,  136,  312. 
Sainfoin,  110,  136,219. 
Salads,  102. 
Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs  Act,  the, 

of  1899,  381. 
Salisbury  Plain,  1. 
Salt,  366. 
Scdtpetie,  366. 
Sand,  sea,  10,  97,  109. 
Sandringham,  Royal  Farm  at,  360. 
Sandwich,  port  of,  280  ;  salt  works  at, 

309. 
Sandys,  Sir  William,  276. 
Sankey  Brook  Canal,  the,  277. 
Sarclers,  11. 
Savings  Banks,  436. 
Sawbridgeworth,  384. 
Saxmundham,  hops  at,  193. 
Scab,  the,  15,  95,  156. 
Scarifiers,  387. 

Schools  and  school  hours,  391. 
Science,  its  benefits  to  agriculture, 

385  M?. 
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Soot,  Reginald,  his  Hop  Oairden,  92. 
99  421. 

Soott,  Sir'w.,  his  Heart  of  Midhthian, 
173. 

Scotland,  Act  of  Union,  and  weights 
and  measures,  208 ;  cattle  of,  180 ; 
duty-free  com  in,  261 ;  Qeneral 
Enclosure  Act  for  (1695),  160; 
milk  records  in,  389;  roads  in 
1803,  286;  the  *' seven  ill  years,^* 
261. 

Scottish  fanners  in  1700,  159,  160, 
161  ;   Jethro  Tull  and,  172,  173. 

^i^<^SS»  Thomas,  his  drain-pipe 
machine,  364. 

Sorope,  Poulett,  on  "lynches,"  2; 
his  History  of  CcuUe  Combe,  43. 

Sea  power,  ana  the  Com  Laws,  257, 
258. 

Sedgmoor,  154,  232  ;  draining,  233. 

Seebohm,  on  "lynches,**  2;  on 
village  communities,  4. 

"  Setions,"  24. 

Seneschals,  6. 

Seneschauoie,  13,  16,  419. 

Separators,  389. 

Serfs,  22. 

Service  of  villeins,  22. 

Settled  Lands  Act,  the  (1882),  379. 

Settlement,  Law  of,  see  Poor  Laws, 

Severn,  the,  276. 

Sexton's  Mead,  26.  / 

Sha,  J.,  his  Plaine  and  Scune  Demon- 
strationg,  etc,,  427. 

Shaftesbury,  industries  at,  312. 

Shakespeare,  horses  in,  181,  182  ;  his 
t3mes  of  vagabonds,  76  ;  an  open- 
field  tithe-owner,  68. 

Shalboum,  Jethro  Tull  at,  170. 

Shalloon,  309. 

Shawe's  patent  for  manuring  land 
(1636),  104. 

Sheep,  15 ;  under  Qeorge  III.,  57 ; 
in  1837,  354;  in  1874,  373;  in 
Bedfordshire,  241 ;  in  Huntingdon- 
shire, 238  ;  in  Lhicolnshire,  238 ; 
in  Worcestershire,  229  ;  BakewelFs 
experiments  with,  186 ;  lets  his 
rams,  186  ;  carriers  of  manure,  27  ; 
on  commons,  27,  128,  150 ;  dead- 
weight of,  98 ;  ewes  milked  in 
Northumberland,  202 ;  fanciful 
points  in,  179 ;  improvements  in 
the  eighteenth  centurv,  177  seg, ; 
Markham  on,  138 ;  Masoall  on, 
138 ;  method  of  folding  in  Flanders, 
110;  Mortimer  on,  138;  under 
open-field  system,  95 ;  shearings 
at  Holkham,  220  seq. ;  at  Wobum, 
221  ;  shearing-machines,  387 ;  vari- 
eties of,  138,  139,  178,  372. 


Sheffield,  277 ;  steel  industry  at,  310. 

Sheffield,  Lord,  establishes  an  Agri- 
cultural Society  at  Lewes,  209. 

Shepherd,  qucdifications  of,  16. 

Shepton  Mallet,  woollen  industry  at, 
311. 

Sherwood  Forest,  153. 

Shipton-on-the-Stour,  277. 

Shire  horses,  355. 

Shirlc]^,  Thomas,  translator  of  Ooch- 
Uaria  Curiosa,  429. 

Shirreff,  Patrick,  and  pedigree  com, 
354. 

Shoddy  as  manure,  366. 

Shorthorn  cattle,  180,  187,  354. 

Shorthorn  Society,  the,  373. 

Shots,  24. 

Shrewsbury,  tompikes  on  the  Bangor 
road,  284  ;  industries  at,  310. 

Shrift  districts,  336. 

Shropshire,  Report  on  (Bishton), 
228;  (Plymley),  294;  industries 
in,  310. 

Silk,  industry  in  Berkshire,  310 ;  in 
Coventry,  310. 

Silk-worms,  112. 

Silverdale  sheep  (Lancashire),  178. 

Sinclair,  Sir  John,  President  of  the 
BoMd  of  Agriculture,  196 ;  his 
notes  on  dead-weight  of  stock  in 
1795,  188;  his  Addreta  to  the 
Society  for  the  Improvement  of 
BrUiah  Wool,  354  ;  his  State  of  the 
Country  in  December,  1816,  320. 

Single  tax,  the,  399, 403,  417. 

Site  values,  399. 

Skeat,  Prof.  W.  W.,  on  Fitzherbert, 
90,  420  ;  on  tramways,  351. 

Skelton,  John,  his  EUinour  Bumming, 
98. 

Skye,  crofters  in  (1750),  28. 

Slate  clubs,  414. 

Slater,  Dr.  QUbert,  his  English 
Peaaantry  and  the  Endoaure  of 
Common  Fields,  164. 

Sleaford,  153. 

Small,  James,  of  Blackadder  Mount, 
liis  ploughs,  202,  208. 

Small  holdings  (and  see  Small  Land- 
ofvnera),  396 ;  and  tenant-right, 
405;  the  Small  Holdings  Act 
criticised,  415. 

Smith,  Adam,  and  the  Com  Laws, 
272  ;  and  the  price  of  wheat  (1453- 
1497),  448. 

Smith,  Charles,  his  Tr€Uita  on  the  Com 
Trade  and  Com  Lawa,  266 ;  esti- 
mate of  population,  266. 

Smith,  James,  of  Deanston,  363  ;  his 
Bemarha  on  Thorough  Draining  and 
Deep  Ploughing,  364, 
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Smithy  John,  his  Bngiand*§  Improve- 
metU  Revived,  420;  possibly  the 
author  of  Profit  and  Pleasure 
United,  429. 

Smith,  Sir  Thomas,  his  De  RepMiiea 
Anglorum,  73,  86. 

SmithAeld  Club,  the,  188. 

Smithfietd  Market,  188,  194. 

Smithsham,  26,  30. 

Smut,  in  wheat,  109;  in  barley, 
386. 

Smyth,  John,  of  Nibley,  his  LioeM  of 
the  Berkeleye,  32,  46. 

Snaggreet,  109. 

SnaSwell,  246. 

Sneyds,  the  soythe  of  the,  32. 

Soap,  soft,  386. 

Soeial  gradations  of  the  village  in 
former  times,  412 ;  cannot  he  re- 
placed, 416. 

Sodalistio  legislation,  382. 

Societies,  Bath  and  West  of  England, 
209;  Encouragement  of  Arts, 
Manufactures  and  Commerce,  209, 
219;  Farmers'  Club,  the,  209; 
Highland  Society,  the,  209 ;  Im- 
provers in  the  luiowledge  of  Agri- 
culture, 173,  209  ;  Smithfield  Club, 
the,  209  ;  Society  for  bettering  the 
Condition  and  Increasing  the  Com- 
forts of  the  Poor  (1796),  408; 
numerous  agrioulturcd  societies  in 
the  provinces,  209  ;  numerous  live- 
stock societies  of  late  years,  373, 
384. 

Soda,  nitrate  of,  366. 

Soil,  character  of  in  various  districts, 
136 ;  affects  enclosure,  167 ; 
Davy's  lecture  on,  217 ;  science 
apphed  to,  386  ;  virgin,  1. 

•*Soilinff."  110. 

Soke  of  Peterborough,  the,  244. 

Solar,  the,  6. 

Soldiers,  disbanded,  76. 

Somer,  John,  99. 

Somerset,  Protector,  69. 

Somersetshire,  Report  on  (Billings- 
lev),  232,  248,  294;  baUoting  in, 
26;  fardels,  22;  open-fields,  23; 
industries  in,  311. 

Soot,  10,  96, 110,366. 

Southampton  (Icknield  Street),  279. 

Southeme,  Edmund,  his  Ordering  of 
Beta,  106,  423. 

Southwell,  out-door  relief  refused  at, 
330. 

Specialisation,  in  live-stock,  364. 

"  Specimen:'  Jethro  Tull's,  169. 

SpCNBulation,  in  com,  266,  273;  in 
land,  67  ;  under  the  Tudors,  68  ; 
in  1870,  376. 


Speed,  Adolpbos,  his  Adam  out  of 
J7(ien,  111,  427. 

Speenhamland  Act,  the,  436. 

Spelman,  Sir  Henry,  onlay  recton,  340. 

Spibby,  163. 

Sprigge,  Joshua,  of  Banbury,  1S4. 

Spurn  Point,  163. 

Stafford,  William  (1664-1612),  70. 

Staffordshire,  Report  on  (Pitt),  227, 
294 ;  industries  in,  310,  311;  land- 
owners in,  under  Elisabeth,  86. 

Stage-coaches  and  stage-waggons, 
282. 

Stamford,  sheep  at,  239. 

"  Standing  '*  house,  at  Berkeley,  46. 

Standish,  Arthur,  69 ;  The  Oomtmme 
Gomplamt,  94,  424 ;  on  woodlands, 
106;  hiB  New  Direetume,  etc.,  424. 

Stanley,  his  Remedy,  434. 

Starch,  264,  264. 

Starkey's  Dialogue  (1636),  69. 

"  Statesmen,'*  in  Westmoreland,  296. 

Statistics  of  Agriculture,  a  much  fek 
want,  361. 

Statute,  the,  of  Apprentices  (1663), 
87 ;  of  Labourers  (1349),  41,  61 ; 
of  Merton,  38,  72  ;  of  Westminster, 
38,  72. 

Statute  labour,  on  the  roads,  under 
the  Tudors,  282  ;  at  beginning  of 
the  nineteenth  oenturv,  286,  360 ; 
abolished  in  Ireland,  286 ;  in 
England,  288. 

Steam,  the  advent  of,  362,  369; 
cultivators,  etc.,  369  ;  diggers*  387. 

Steel  springs  on  carriages,  283. 

Stephens,  Henry,  361. 

St^henson,  Qeorge,  362. 

Stevenson,  MatUiew,  his  Twehe 
Monethe,  427. 

Stevenson,  William,  bis  Donetahirs, 
233. 

SMllingfleet,  Benjamin,  his  Obeerea- 
tione  on  Qraeeea,  219. 

Stilton,  and  Stilton  Cheesea,  187  ;  its 
toll-bar,  282. 

Stilt-waUdng  in  the  Fens,  116. 

Stinted  pastures,  36,  37, 168,  188. 

Stirling,  Mrs.  A.  M.  W.,  her  Coke  of 
Norfotk  and  hie  Friends,  217. 

Stitches,  24. 

Stock,  breeding,  176  seq. ;  for  the 
butcher,  186 ;  Thomas  Coke  and, 
219  ;  dead-wei^t  of  in  1710  and 
1796, 188 ;  estimate  of,  in  England 
and  Wales,  in  1688,  466 ;  in  1696, 
146;  m  1837,  364 seq.;  in  1860, 
371  ;  in  1866-1911,  466,  467;  in- 
breeding of ,  386 ;  Mendelism,  386 ; 
pedigree  stock  in  1837,  364,  372; 
prices  of  in  1886  and  1890,  378. 
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Stock  and  Land  SyBtem,  the,  42,  49. 

Stocks,  the,  19. 

StQffuney,  open-fields  at,  23. 

Stoke,  the,  116. 

Stone,  Thomas,  his  Bed/ordahire,  241 ; 
his  Huniingdonahire,  238,  244 ;  his 
LincoinBhire^  238,  245,  246,  247; 
his  SuffgeHiana,  etc.,  224,  300,  303. 

Stores,  17. 

Stotts,  12. 

Stourbridge  fair,  276. 

Strangehopes,  Samuel,  his  Book  oj 
Knowledge,  428. 

Stratford-on-Avon,  68. 

Stretham^  common  rights  at,  27. 

Strikes,  411. 

Strips,  24. 

Stroud,  broad-oloth  industry  at,  311. 

Stubbes,  Philip,  his  AncOomy  oJ 
il6tMM,  62. 

Sues  Canal,  the,  375. 

Sufiolk,  Report  on  (Young),  293; 
Brtniofru  oJ  Si^olk,  192;  cheese, 
193  ;  clover  in,  134 ;  executions  in, 
1814-15,  323;  hops  in,  92;  in- 
dustries in,  309 ;  Suffolk  Duns, 
180,  193;  Suffolk  Punches,  193, 
355. 

Suffolk,  the  (Countess  of  (Oeoige  II.), 
173. 

"  Suffolk  Gentleman,  A,"  his  Letter  to 
Sir  T.  C.  Bunbury,  BoH.,  292. 

Sunbeams  to  tell  the  time,  357. 

Superphosphates,  366, 367. 

Surfleet,  Riclutfd,  translator  of 
L* Agriculture  et  Maieon  Ru$tiquef 
422. 

Surrender  of  holdings,  voluntary,  53. 

Surrey,  industries  in,  309. 

"  Surveyors  and  ordereis,'*  281,  285, 
286. 

Sussex,  industries  in,  309. 

Sussex  Herd-book  Society,  the,  373. 

Sutton,  Sir  Richard  Weston's  estates 
at,  107. 

S.  W.,  stamp  on  loaves,  450. 

Swaffham,  iDeffitimate  children  on  the 
parish  at,  329. 

Swans,  17. 

Swedes,  208,  219. 

Swift,  Dean,  his  letters  to  Boling- 
broke,  173. 

Swine,  of  the  Middle  Ages,  16  ;  to  be 
rin^^  on  commons,  27  (and  see 
Pigs). 

Swine-fever,  386. 

"  Swing,  Captain,**  325. 

Switser,  Stephen,  on  dxmin-pipes,  364. 

Tamworth,  linen  industry  at,  310. 
Taiello.  CamiUo,  89. 


Tares,  sown  on  turnip  fallows,  191. 

Taunton,  a  port,  276 ;  the  Vale  of, 
135 ;  woofien  industry  at,  311. 

Taxation,  the  new,  401,  402,  417  ; 
local,  at  the  present  day,  404. 

Taylor,  Silvanus,  his  Common  Good, 
or  the  Improvement  of  Commons,  etc, , 
125  seq.,  426. 

Tea,  in  early  nineteenth  century,  348. 

Teasels,  in  £s8ex,  103,  312. 

Telford,  Thomas,  278,  284,  286,  287  ; 
the  Telford  pavement,  287. 

Temple,  Sir  William,  on  marriages 
"  mto  the  city,"  144. 

Tenancies-at*will,  in  Berks,  Notts, 
and  Derbyshire,  200. 

Tenant-farmers,  rise  of,  48;  bank- 
ruptcies of,  322,  323 ;  uncertain 
position  of,  404;  better  situated 
now  than  in  1888,  403,  404. 

Tenants  (manorial),  20. 

Tenant-right,  404  sea. ;  Act  of,  1875, 
379,  405;  beginnings  of,  113,  132, 
201,  221,  325;  market-gardeners 
and,  381 ;  optional  at  first,  405 ; 
proposal  to  extend  compensation, 
405. 

Tenement  houses,  under  Elisabeth, 
87. 

"  Tenths  and  fifteenths,"  431. 

"  Terxamania,"  292. 

Tetbury,  Lord  Berkeley  at,  31. 

Tewkesbury,  277 ;  stocking-frame 
industry  at,  311 ;  Vale  of,  230. 

Theft,  in  Tudor  times,  274. 

Theorist  land-reformers,  394,  417. 

Thomey,  fen-lands  at,  245;  des- 
cribed by  William  of  Malmesbury, 
116;  Walloon  settlement  at,  115. 

Thomhill,  Cooper,  of  the  Bell  Inn  at 
Stilton,  187. 

Thorow  "  drainase  in  Essex,  193. 
Three  acres  and  a  cow,"  in  the 
sixteenth    and    sevente^th    cen- 
turies, 123,  215. 

Threshing  in  1837,  357 ;  thresliing- 
maohines,  358 ;  the  only  winter 
employment  under  the  open-field 
system,  300. 

TiU,  the,  319. 

Tinkaids,  76. 

Tinker's  Field,  26. 

Tiptree  HaU,  Mr.  Meohi  at,  372. 

Tithes,  Acts  of  Parliament;  the 
Barren  Lands  Act,  343;  Tithe 
Conmiutation  Act  of  1836, 325, 332, 
340,  343,  344,  345,  350;  Tithe 
Roit-Charge  Recovery  Act  of  1891, 
345 ;  agreement  as  to,  conditions 
of,  344 ;  annual  value  of,  in  1836, 
340;     appropriatozs,    339,    340; 
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Banen  Lftndi  Act,  the,  343 ;  baaed 
upon  townahipa,  334 ;  clerical 
tithe-ownen  in  191 2»  402;  collec- 
tion of,  342  ;  in  1793-1816, 467  9eq.; 
Commiasionen,  344 ;  oommuta- 
tion,  by  oompoaition,  342;  com- 
pulsory, 344;  by  valuation,  342; 
voluntajry,  344;  oonditiona  of 
agreement  aa  to,  344 ;  oonaecration 
aeouxee,  337 ;  oom-ranta  aubati- 
tuted  for,  342,  344 ;  custom,  in- 
fluence of,  338,  339;  customary, 
333;  Danish  invaaion  and,  334; 
deductiona  from,  343 ;  Ed^ar, 
King,  makee  them  a  l^gal  Uabihty, 
336 ;  endoaure  reaiated  by  tithe- 
owners,  168;  enquiry  held  by 
Commissioners,  344 ;  European 
countries,  in,  333;  excommunica- 
tion for  non-payment  of,  336 ; 
extinction  of  by  allotmenta,  262, 
342  ;  by  endoaure,  262 ;  free-will 
offerings,  acted  upon,  336;  great 
or  smw,  333  ;  grievance,  the  real, 
341 ;  history  of,  332  aeo. ;  im- 
propriators, 339, 340 ;  inddenoe  of, 
undter  old  law,  332 ;  on  produce, 
the  real  srievance,  341 ;  increase 
of  before  1812, 321 ;  kind,  payment 
in,  341»  343  ;  landlorda  andf,  340, 
341 ;  landowners  made  liable  for, 
346, 379  ;  legal  liability,  created  b;r 
King  Edgar,  336 ;  confirmed  b^  his 
aucceasors,  337 ;  local  tithea 
granted  to  distant  religioua  houses, 
338 ;  machinery  of  tithe  com- 
mutation of  modem  times,  344, 346; 
moduses,  342 ;  monastic  institu- 
tions and,  333  seq. ;  moral  duty,  a, 
333;  parochial  endowments,  334, 
336,  337 ;  payment  of,  to  anv 
ecolesiastioal  body,  338 ;  predial, 
mixed  or  personal,  332 ;  recovery 
of,  346  ;  reotoricd  and  vicarial,  339  ; 
redemption,  experiment  suggested 
instead  of  church  disendowment, 
402,  403 ;  Reformation  does  not 
affect,  340;  tithe  bama,  342; 
tithe  rent  charges,  340,  342,  344, 
346 ;  in  1877,  376 ;  tithe-owners 
reaiat  endoaure,  168;  townshipa, 
basis  upon,  334  ;  vicarial,  339. 

de  Tocqueville,  on  Arthur  Young's 
France,  196. 

Tomkins,  Benjamin,  his  Herefords, 
364. 

Tooke,  Thomas,  his  Hisiory  of  Prices, 
269,  273,  314;  draws  up  the 
marohanta*  petition,  273. 

Tottenham,  237. 

Townlay,  Sir  John*  63. 


Towns,  migrationa  into,  63,  60; 
attractions  of,  for  the  agricoltonl 
labourer,  416. 

Townshend,  Lord,  32,  90,  149,  169, 
172 ;  his  great  success,  176,  176, 
177,  188,  194  ;  "  Turnip  "  Towns- 
hend, 174  ;  his  political  career,  173. 

Townships,  tithe  organiaation  baaixi 
iqx>n,  334. 

Toynbee,  Amdd,  hia  InduMrial 
iievoltUwn,  144. 

Trade,  Royal  Commission  on  Depies- 
aionof(1886),378. 

Trade,  Bosdrd  of.  Report  on  Agri- 
cultural Wages,  314. 

Trade  Guilds,  3,  49,  214. 

Trading  Companies,  79. 

Trams  and  tramways,  361 ;  meaning 
of  the  word,  361. 

Transport  of  com,  261,  270,  271. 

A  TreaUse  of  Wool  and  CatUe  :  in  a 
Letter  written  to  a  Friend,  eie. ,  430. 

Trefoil,  "or  Burgundian  grass,** 
conunended  by  Googe,  100. 

Trent,  the,  276,  278. 

de  Treswiet,  Pierre,  286. 

Trigge,  Frands,  his  Humbie  PeUHon 
of  two  Sieiere,  63,  86,  424. 

Tring  fair,  191. 

Trows,  276. 

Tryon,  Thomaa,  a  "  book-fanner,'* 
133  ;  his  Counhyman^a  Ctfmpanion, 
134,  430. 

Tuberculosis,  386. 

Tucker,  Josiah,  his  Four  Tracts,  etc, 
303. 

Tuke,  John,  his  North  Riding  of  York- 
shire, 226,  296. 

Tull,  Jethro,  his  story,  169, 170 :  176, 
177,  188  ;  on  growing  dover,  134 ; 
his  crops,  172 ;  his  Drill,  170  seq. ; 
hoeing,  172 ;  his  Horse  Houghing 
Husbandry,  169;  plants  sainfoin, 
170;  his  services  to  agriculture, 
172  ;  the  Tullian  System,  172  seq. ; 
on  turnips,  136,  149 ;  followed  by 
Townshend,  174  ;  adopta  Vineyard 
principles,  171. 

Turner,  George,  his  Gloucestershire, 
230. 

Turner,  George,  his  North  Devous, 
364. 

Turner,  William,  the  herbalist,  on 
turnips,  100;  lus  Libdlus  de  Re 
Herbaria  Novus,  420. 

Turnips,  100  ;  not  possible  on  open- 
fidas,  122 ;  Adolphus  Speed  on, 
111;  benefits  of,  136;  in  the 
churah-vBrd,  208 ;  diseasee  of,  386 ; 
in  the  feastem  Counties,  in  1837, 
348 ;  fidd-cultivation  of,  104,  186^ 
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166»  202 ;  Flemish  cultivation  of, 
107  ;  in  Hertfordshire,  191  Jethro 
Tnll  and,  172  ;  oppoaition  to,  134, 
202  ;  crown  by  the  Earl  of  Rothes 
in  1716, 160  ;  in  Shakespeare,  102  ; 
in  Suffolk,  103 ;  Townshend  and, 
1 74 ;  turnip  weed  and  turnip  fly, 
386. 

Turnpike  Acts,  of  1728, 282  ;  between 
1760  and  1774,  284  ;  between  1785 
and  1800,  284 ;  multiplication  of, 
284  287. 

Turnpike  Trusts,  203,  282,  287,  350 ; 
dimcnlties  of,  288 ;  extinction  of, 
288 ;  the  Home  Office  and,  288 ; 
the  Rebecca  Riots,  282. 

Tusser,  Thomas,  9,  10,  14,  59,  105, 
107,  112,  123,  124,  139,  156,  347  ; 
on  turnips,  100 ;  his  ^eath,  107  ; 
his  Five  Hundred  Paints,  etc,,  66, 87, 
89,  91,  92,  93  sea.,  421. 

Twemlow,  F.  R.,  The  Tfoemlows,  71. 

*'  Two-penny,"  BakeweU's  buU,  184. 

**  Two-pounder,"  Bakewell'sram,  184. 

T^dale,  William,  62. 

Ul^,  out*door  relief  refused  at,  330. 

Undeveloped  land,  duty  on,  399,  416. 

Unearned  increment,  in  the  seven- 
teenth century,  71. 

Unions,  see  Poor  Laws, 

''  Upright  man,"  the,  76. 

Utopia,  61,  63,  75. 

Utrecht,  the  Peace  of,  turnips  before, 
135. 

Uxbridge  Road,  the,  in  1797,  190. 

Vagrants,  74,  76. 
Vafen^e's  Day,  St.,  9. 
Valuation,  the,  now  in  prosress,  418. 
Vanbrugh,  Sir  John,  his  Journey  to 

London,  283. 
Vancouver,  Charles,  his  Cambridge 

ahire,  242, 244, 247  ;  his  Hampshire, 

237,  293. 
Vanderdelf,  Cornelius,  115. 
Varro,  33,  99,  419. 
Vaughan,    Rowland,    on    irrigation, 

IW ;    his  suggestion  adopted  by 

Sir  R.   Weston,    107;    his   Water 

Workes,  424. 
delaVeffa,0.,  104. 
Vegetables,  in  Tudor  times,  101,  102. 
Vermuyden,  Sir  Cornelius,  attacked 

by    Burrell,    117 ;     his    Discourse 

touching  the  Draining  of  the  Qreai 

Fmnes,  116, 117, 425  ;  the  Bedford 

Level,  117. 
Veterinary  science,  385. 
Via,  the  Roman,  279. 
Vicars,  340. 


Victoria,  Queen,  agriculture  during 
the  early  years  of  her  reign,  346 
seq. ;  and  the  Royal  Agricultural 
Society,  359. 

Villa,  the  Romcui,  4. 

Village  communities,  3  seq. 

ViUage  farms,  6,  29,  38,  56,  71,  297  ; 
Arthur  Young  on,  199;  dis- 
appearance of,  407. 

Villeins  (and  see  Bondmen),  21,  22, 
23,  52,  53  ;  abolition  of,  47. 

Vineyards,  18,  112  ;  Jethro  Tull  and, 
171. 

Virgates,  21,  22. 

Vodcker,  366. 

Voluntary  pauperism,  329,  435. 

''  Vox  popuU  vox  Dei  "  (BaUad),  67. 


W.  stamp  on  loaves,  450. 

WadesmiU,  toll-bar  at,  282. 

Wages,   40,   41,   313,   314;    in   the 
eighteentii  century,  148,  262;    in 
1812,   321;    in    1813,   327;    from 
1815  onward,  407  ;  in  various  years 
between  1768  and  1010,  468  seq, ; 
not  entirely  represented  by  weekly 
cash,  313,  407  ;  Abstract  of  Returns 
prepared  by  order  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Labourers'  Wages,  1825, 
470;     Berkshire,    scale    of,    327 
Board  of  Trade  Report  on  (1900) 
314,  470;    com,  payable  in,  51 
controlled  by  Justices  of  the  Peace, 
54,  86, 87  ;  in  England  (1768-1910) 
468  seq, ;     in    Essex,    314,    468 
extra  allowances,  313,  407,  468 
minimum  wages,  under  Elisabeth 
87  ;     under    James    I.,    1 04  ;  re 
duction    of,    328 ;     supplemented 
from    the    rates,    327,    407 ;     in 
Warwickshire,  314, 460;  Returns  of 
the  Average  rate  of  Weekly  Earnings 
of   AgriculturtU    Labourers,    1861, 
1869, 1870, 1871, 1873,  470 ;  Report 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Labour, 
1891-94^470;  Reports  from  Assist- 
ant    Commissioners    to    the   Royal 
Commission  on  Agriculture,   1882, 
470. 

Wakefield,  clothing  trade  at,  277. 

Wales,  William,  his  Inquiry  into  the 
Present  State  of  Population  in 
England  and  Wales,  299. 

Wales,  disendowment  of  the  Church, 
in,  402,  403. 

Walker,  D.,  his  Hertfordshire,  191, 
238. 

Wallinby,  Oliver,  see  William  Ley- 
bourn, 

Wallingford,  170. 

Walloon  settlement  at  Thomey,  115. 
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Walk,  24. 

Walpoie,  Sir  Robert,  a  farmer,  173. 

Wauongbam,    Sir   Francis,   fond   of 

gardens,  101. 
Walter  of  Henley,  on  butter  weights, 

14  ;  on  rot  in  she^,  16  ;  on  siie  of 

the  ploughlands,  21 ;  on  swine,  17  ; 

on  tnistles,  1 1 ;  on  winter-keep,  13  ; 

his  work  on  Fammu;,  33,  90,  419. 
Walton-on-Thames,  120. 
Wandle,  the,  mills  on,  309,  352. 
Wapping  Biarsh,  drained  by  Comeliua 

Vanderdelf,  115. 
Ware,  a  port,  276. 

Warpinff,  introduced  from  Italy,  114. 
de    la    Warr,    Countess,    edits    The 

English  Huawtfe,  422. 
Warwick,  worsted  industry  at,  310. 
Warwickshire,  Report  on  (Wedge), 

236,    296,    314;     (Murray),    236; 

industries  in,  310,  311 ;   wages  in, 

314. 
Washboumes,  sheaf  of  the,  32. 
'*  WasteU,"  449. 
Wastes  (and  see  Commons  and  Sn- 

closure),  38,  72,  110 ;  in  eighteenth 

century,  152 ;   near  London,  154 ; 

tithes    and,    343 ;     on   Hounslow 

Heath,     122;     in    the    Northern 

Counties,     153 ;     in    Devonshire, 

Cornwall,  and  Wales,  154  ;   in  the 

West  Riding,  226;    near  London, 

154. 
Wat  Tyler,  46. 
Water-carriage,  275  eeq, 
Watling  Street,  279. 
Watney»  Dr.,  his  milking-herds,  389. 
Watson,  Bishop,  on  Westmoreland, 

153. 
Watt,  James,  181,  205. 
Weather,   the,  great  heat  in   1757, 

262  ;   the  price  of  com  and,  265  ; 

winters  of  1708-9,  1739-40,  1794-5, 

262  ;    1874  onward,  376  ;    1891-4, 

380. 
Weaver,  the,  276. 

Webb,  Jonas  of  Babraham,  his  South- 
downs,  354. 
Webb,  Sidney  and  Beatrice,  on  the 

Assise  of  Bread,  448. 
Webb,   William,   quoted   in   King  s 

V(de  Boual,  83. 
Webster,  Mr.,  of  Canley,  his  cattle, 

187. 
Wedge,  John,  his  Wcurwickshire,  236, 

296. 
Wedge,  Thomas,  his  Cheshire,  227. 
Weeds,  and  Weeding,  11,   94,    199, 

386. 
The  Weekly  Miscellcmy  for  the  Im- 

provemmU  of  Husbandry ,  364. 


Weights  and  measuxw,   anifofinity 

recommended,  208. 
Welcombe,  endosure  at,  in  1614,  67, 

68. 
Wekl,  136. 

WeUand,  the,  116,276. 
Welleeboume,  Agricultural  Labonreri* 

Union  founded  at,  410. 
Wellingborough,    lace    industcy    at, 

310. 
Wellington  (Somersetshire),  woaUen 

industry  at,  311. 
Wells,  export  of  com  from,  in  e^- 

teenth  century,  194 ;  fair  at,  31. 
Wells,  Samuel,  his  History  of  the  Bed- 
ford Level,  116. 
Welshpool,     navigation     at,     276; 

pastures  at,  136. 
Welwyn,  parish  allowances  stopped 

at,  330.   * 
Wendover,  234. 

Wentwork,  Lord  Rockingham  at,  207. 
West  of  England  Bank,fiul 


375. 


of  the. 


Westbury,  common  pastures  at,  834. 
Western,  Mr.  Charles  C.,  M.P.,  his 

Speech  on  7  March,  1816,  319. 
Westmoreland,  Report  on  (Prinflde), 

295. 
Weston,  Sir  Richard,  90;   advooate 

of  tenant-right,  113;    on  turnips, 

134  ;  canaliBes  the  Wey,  107,  276  ; 

on  Sir  Hugh  Plat,  100,  107,  106 ; 

his  Disoours  of  the  Husbtmdrie  used 

in  Brabant  and  Flanders,  108,  426. 
Wey,    the,  canalisation    of*  by  fo 

R.  Weston,  107,  276 ;   paper  milk 

on,  309. 
Weymouth,  the  Black  Deetth  at,  4a 
Whall^,  l^.-Qen.,  119. 
Wheat,  prices  of,  from    1646-1911, 

440,  441. 
Whey,  14. 
Whig,  14. 

Whitolyve  Park,  44. 
"  Whiteheads,"  357. 
Whitstable,  copperas  works  at,  309. 
"  Whole  plaoe,^^21. 
Wholesale  trade  in  milk  and  eom, 

lise  of,  312. 
"  Wiohes  "  (salt)  of  Cheshire,  110. 
Wike,  Lord  Berkeley  at,  32. 
Wilbraham,  Roger,  of  DeUmere,  71. 
Wilburton,  225,  245.      • 
Wikhnore  Fen,  245,  246,  250. 
William    of    Mafanesbury,    his    de- 
scription of  Thom^y,  116. 
Williun  the  Conqueror,  and  tithes, 

337. 
Willis,  Thomas,  hii  i>e 

131. 


